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FOREWORD

The Legislative Report, Louisiana State Assessment Program, Reading,
Writing, and Mathematics the fifth in a. series of reports on the
Louisiana State Aseessent Program. The aim 6f the Legislative Report
provide an indication of how well publicschool students perform on
established minimum standards in the basic skill areas of reading, writing,
and mathematics. This report is designed to become the impetus for change
in our classrooms, fromthe kindergarten level through high school. ..What
follows is the formation of educational policy leading to sound research,
curriculum change,, and effective program divelopment formed cooperatively.,
with policy makers, parents, educators,'and taxpayers-at-large.

EACH CHILD - WELL TAUGHT

J. Kelly Nix
State Superintendent of Education
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.LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSPOrr PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

Beginning in 1977, in accordance with Act No. 621* ofsthe 1.977 Regular
Sessionof the Louisiana Legislature, the Bureau of Accountability of the
Office of Research and Development accepted the principal responsibility for
the indpementition of a student assessment program. ,Minimal standards were
identiried'and disseminated statewide in the, basicikkills of reading,
writing,""and mathematics. For each subject an adAi councirwas
established to develop the standards. The advisory councili'Were composed
of teachers, administrators, university and, college,factilty, and educational
specialists in each particular area. Each parish hed representation on at
least one of the three basic.skills advisory counci4.

These standards, identified for instructional purposes, are skills.that
students are expected to know at specified vide levels. In addition,
minimal performance standards for students enable teachers to focus their
instructional program upon those skillsjhat are essential and those basic
skills that are tested Orough the statewide assessment program. The
program clear y identifres for students' and teachers what is expected of
them at cert'a n grade levels.

In nd ing a system of accountabsi-44-ty for Louisiana schoo 1 s, the
legisla ion ovides a framework wi-thinwhich the school systems, the
Louisiana Department of Education, the State Board of Elementary and
Secondary Education, and thelegslature can work cooperatively to establish
a'system for accountability.

Act 621 allowed the Suiterint ndent i4 Educatkon_the flexibili'ty to
establish the grade levels to be tested within the framework of the State
Assessment Program. Grades A, 8, and 1 were originally selected for fall
testing. Beginning in the .19801981 schopl'year, testing was conducted in
.grades 3, 7, and 10, thereby permitting the results of individual students
to be available to 6eteachiriat the beginning of the 1981-1982 school year
for- individual Instructibnittptlanning. In 1982-83, grade 3/was removed from
the Louisiana State Assessment/Program and added to the Defic Skills Testing
Program. Therefore the 1982-83 program meaiured the total performance of
ell public school students in-grades 7 and 10 on minimal basic skills in
,reading, writing, and mathematics. An openended writing task was admin
istered to students in grades 3, 7 and 10.

The success of the Louisiana State Assessment Program gt dependp t on./
the fullest possible participation at the local level. For this reps n,
the State Superintendent of Education appointed statewide subject area
councils to advise the Louisiana Department' of Education staff in the
selection of goals andk objectives, in .the' selection of items to measure
these objectives, in the refinement of the instrument in each basic .ski)),
and in the analysis and interpretation of'theresults.

*(Title 17,. Sections 391.1" through 391.9 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes
of 1950)

2
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SCOPE OF THE 1967-83 LOU tS1 ANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

The 'major purpose of the LSAP.s the assessment of student performance
in reading,, writing, and mathematics. A secondary aim of the peOgram is to

collect demographic data on all students relating to par ntal education*
parental.Occupation7'and size of fampy. The source .of heiedata.is a!
survey on'etch.answer sheet. ,:The survey questions provide data highlighting
student characteristics bearing a-lelationship to scholastic achievement:

'3iReadin9
N.

The fi t three components of the 1982-83 program was the assessment
of "student a ievement in reading. The assessment was conducted in the
spring. of'1983 in grades 7 and 10. The tests were designed to assess
reading.performaryce based on minimal grade level standards established by
Louisiana educators and described in the publication, Minimum Standards--
Maximum Goals for Readin in Louisiana, Grades 1-12 (Louisiana Department
of Education, 1977 . Tabl,es ) and 2 list the domains; the number of
objectives and the number., of items in each domain for reading.

Table 1

GRADE 7
Number of Objectives and items,

Used In Readini D9mains

Domain
Number of

Objectives
NuMber

of Items

I.

II.

III.
. IV.

V.

Vocabulary
Phonetic Analysis
Structural Analysis
Comprehension
Study Skills

2

7

. 8
8
16

28
12

Total 0e,cling Test 18" 7

1

The testlor GRADE 7 assessed student performance in ihe,five d6maini
indicated above. Performahce was assessed across 72 multiple7choice items
measuring 18 objectixes.- Eachtobjective in the five domains was tested
by four items.' Seven objectives were assessed under the domain
"Comprehension." "Structural Analysis" was-measured by four4'objectives.
Three objectives were includeunder "Study Skill's," and two objectives were
assessed for the domains, "VotabUlary" and "Phonetic Analysis.'"

,,
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Table 2

GRADE,10,
Number if ,Objectives and Ipms

Used in:Reading Domains

1 Number of Number
Apjectives. of Items

I. yocabuiary 2 8
II. Word- Attack Ski 2'

Comprehension 9 36
IV. Study Skills 5 20

4

Tota,I.Reading Test 4

0n tht,reading test for GRADE 10 performance ih four domains was
measured b T'bbjectives across 72 items. Nirte objgctives were .included
under the domain "Cdmprehensi4n4" five under the domain "Study .Skills,"
two under the domain "Word A# alt Skills," and two under the domain
"Voabulany."

writing
.

he second component of the 1982-4 program was the astessment'of-+
% stude t athievement 4n writing. As 1-n the other content areas, writing was

asses d across two grade levels: se nth and-tenth. ,The teits were
design to assess writing performan' based on the minimal standards
established by Louikiana educators d described in thepublication,
Louisiana Minimum Standardi for itin., Grades K -12 1Louisiana Department
of Education, 1.9/87777317s 3 and list.the domains, the, number of
objectives, and the number of items in each domain for writing. ,

=N. . .

Domain

Table 3

A GRADE 7
Wilber of Objectives and Its

Used in Writing Domains

Number of Number
.0blectives of Items

Spelling
Capitalization
Punctuation
Language Structure

1r

2
2

5

16'

8
20

Total Writing Test 52

13
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The writing test for GRADE 7 assewsad,student performance i four
domains with a total of 52 items. "Spelling" contained five objectives.
"Language Structute" had four objectives. "Punctuation",and ,

, "Capitalization" each had two,olijectives'.. Each objective was measured
by four items.

Table 1

GRADE VD
iumber of Objectives,and items

Died in Writing Domains

Domain
Number of
Objectives*

Number
'of Items

, I.' Spelling 3 12

11. CapitalZation' 3 12

III. Punctuation 4 16

IV: Language Structure 4 16

V. .Organization
4

1 '4

TcAill Writing Test 15 60

,
ft

The test for GRADE 10 measured 1,5' objectives with '60 items. Four
objectives were included in the domain of "Punctuation" and "Language
.StcuctUrtk" "Capitaliza/ion" and "Spelling" were-measured by three
objectIver. The'domain,of "Organization" consisted of one objective.
'Each objective was measured by tour items.

14
5
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'Mathematics'

The third component of the program was the assessment of student
achievement.in mathematics. As were reading and writing, the mathematics
assessment was copducted in the spring of 1983 in gra
tests were designed to assess mathematics performance b
standards established by Louisiana educators anddescr
publication Louisiana Minimum Standards for Mathematics
(Louisiana Department ofsEducation, 1978777 Tables 5 an
the number of objectives in each domain, and the number
domain.

Table 5

GRADE 7
Number of Objectives and Items
Used i n. Kathemati cs Darnel ns

Domain

1. Numeration
II. Whole Number Operations

III. Fractions and Operations
IV. Decimalsreftd Decimal

Operat
V. Percent Ratio, and

Prop ion
VI. Relations -and Functions

VII. Measurement and Estimation
V111. Geometry

IX. Problem Solving

Number of
Obiectives

2

2

4

2

3

1

3

and 10. The
on minimal

ed in the
Grades 1-12
6 list the domains,

o items in each

Number
of items

8

8
.16

8

l4

4

4

2

Total Mathematics Test 19 76-

The mathematics test for GRADE 7 assessed student performance in nine
domains with a total of 76 Atems. The domain of "Fractions and Operations"
was measured by four_objectes; "Problem Solving" and."Percent, Ratio, and
Proportion" contained three opjectives. "Decimals and Decimal Operations,"

` "Whole Number Operations," and "Numeration" included two objectives. One
objective wps used to measure each of the 'remaining domains: "Relations and
Functions," "Measurement and Estimation," and "Geometry." Each objective
was measured by four tems.

4
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Table 6

GRADE 10
Number of Objectives and Items
Used in Mathematics Domains

Number of
Domain Objectives

Number
of Items

1. Numeration 1 4

Whole Number, Operations t 2 8
III. Fractions and Operations 3 12

V. Decimale and Decimal
Operations 4 16

V. Percent, Ratio, and
Pmoportion - 2 8

VI. Relations and Functions 2 8
VII. Measurement and Estimation 2 8

VIII. Geometry 2 8
IX. Problem Solving 2 8

Total Mathematics Test 20

The mathematics test for GRADE 10 consisted of 80 items measuring nine,
domains. Four objectives were included in Ahe domain of "Fractions and
Operations,1 and three objectives tested "Decimals and Decimal- Operationg."
Two okjecti4es were included in the domains of "Whole Number Operations,"
"Relations and Functions," "Percent, Ratio, and Proportion-," "Problem
Solving" and "GeoMetry"; and one in the domain of "Numeration." As in the
previous tests, Each objective was measured by tote items.

t
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HIGHLIGHTS Of THE )982-83 LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT RESULTS

1

Several trends are indicated. in the 198243 assessment results. The
summary preiented here is'not intended to be a comprehensive review of this
report. However, it serves as a comparative overview of how students
performed to the minimum standards established by State eduEators. There
was a marked improvement in the average percent correct scores 'of students
in'both grades on the Louisiana State Assessment Test.

Reading 7th Grade

More students were tested at the seventh grade this year than last
year. A total of 55,702-stUdents were tested, or 1,232 students more
than 1 Est year (54,470).

The average percent correct
percent.

In all fi

Analysis,
improved

The domai
The domai

in reading increased by approximately 2

ve domains ("Vocabulary," "Phonetic Analysit," "Structural
" "Comprehension" and "Study Skill's") 'Scores markedly
over previous years.

n of "Phonetic Analysis" showed the greatest improvement.
n of "Structural Analysis" showed the smal.lest"gain.

Reading 10th Giade

Fewer'students were tested in Reading at the tenth grade this year
than last year. A total of 46,510 students, or .1,284 fewer students *
than' last year (47,794), were temd. '

,*.
The average percent correct in reading increased r percent., Of
the four domains assessed' in readi:og, "Vocabulacy",ithowed the
greatest gain. "Word Attack Skills" ranked second, while the domains
of "Comprehension" and "Study Skills" reflected identical gains.

iliritling 7th Grade
.

The .seventh grade"Writing section of the Louisiana State Assessment,
Test was "leveled" in order that all objectives-used would reflect minimal

. standards that should'bemaitered at the seventh grade. This would have
made the test more'difficult and therefore reduced the average percent
correct from last year.,

* More students were'tested in writing at the seventh grade this year
than last year. A total of 55,632. students wer sted, or 1,296 .

students more than last 'year (54,336).

* No direct comparison can be made with the results, of the-1982'43
assessment tes 'and previous tests.

17
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Writing 10th Gradee

The tenth grade Writing' section of the Louisiana State Assessment Test
was also "leveled"'in order that all objectives used would reflect minimum_
standards that should be mastered at the tenth grade. This would have made
the test more difficult and,'therefor, reduced the average percent correct
from last year; however, a considerable improvement in the writing test
results occurred.

4
As in reading, fewer students were tested-in writing. at the tenth
grade this year than last year. A total of 46,450 students were
tested, or 1,199-fewer than latt year (47,649).

As with the seventh grade writing test no direct comparison can be
made with the results of the 1982-83 Assessment test and previous
tests.

Mathematics 7th Grade.

There were 55,568 students assessed
year. .Th-is was an additional 1,392

The average percent correct
was a gainof 1.77 percentage points.

Fin mathematics for the 1982-83 school
students over last year.

in mathematics was 68.14 perent. Thii

The domain of "Problem Solving" showed, the greatest gain of 3.5
percent, even though it had the lowest, average percent correct. The
average percent correct for "Numeration" ranked second among the
dom4ins in mathematics. The domains of "Decimals and Decimal
Operations," "Percent, Ratio and Proportion," "Relations and
Funcitions," and "Measurement and Estimation" reflected gainsof-
approximately 2 percent above the average percent correct reported
last year in mathematics. Three domains: "Fractions and Operations,"
"Geometry," and "Whole Number Operations" had similar gains of 1.5-
percent.

Mathematics 10th Grade

A total of 46,202 students were tested, or 989 fewer students than last year
(41,190.

* The average percent correct in mathematics was 71.32 percent? This
was a gain of 1.15' percentage points.

Of the nine domains assessed IA mathematics, one showed .0 very high
gain over last year's assessment. The average percent correct for
the domain of "Decimals and Decimal Operations" increased 2.25
percent'oShsr the previous year's average percent correct. The
average percent correct for "Numeration" was up from last year's
score, followed closely by the domain of'"Fractiorls and-0perations4
The domain of "Relations and Functions" had an increase in average
percent correct of approximately 1.6 percent. The domains of
"PerCent"Ratioi and Propqrtion" followed "Whole Number Operations"
which increased approximately 1 percent. "Geometry" had the
smallest average percent correct over last year's assessment.

3
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TEST ADMINISTRATION AND REPORTING PROCEDURES

Coordination of.the 1982-83 State Assessment was accomplished"by.the
Louisiana Department of Education through a parish coordinator in each local
school system. Within the system there was a test coordinator in each
'school. At the classroom level, there were'one or more test administrator.

As the Department of Educatiori's contact for all assessment activities,
the parish-coOrdinators had fhree functions: making testing arrangements,
distributing assessment materials, and training school test coordinators.
Within each participa.ing school, the school test coordinator was
responsible for materials control and the supervision of test
administration. The tests were administered by test administrators in
regular classroom situations.

Assessment materials were routed from the parish coordinators through
the School coordinator for distribution to the test administrators within a
-school. Assessment materials were collected and picked up by the scoring
contractor in the reverse of the above chain of command.

Within a period of 15 school days (March 21April 8) specified by the
Louisiana Department of Education, the parish test coordinatolz.scheduled the
assessment in collaboration with the school coprdinators. Approximate
administration times were scheduled and were sufficiently flexible to
.encourage students to complete the test.

The returned materials were
to the parish coordinators. The
the materials and'aisembled them
various reports specified by the
generated,

routed through the school test coordinators
scoring and analysii contractor collected
for processing. After processing, the
Louisiana Departmentgof Education, ,firer

The 1982-83 Louisiana State Assessment Program of Reading,' Writing, and
Mathematics provided information on performance at the State, parish, school
and student levels in grades 7 and..10. Student performance was reported in
number and percent correct.of each objective along with a total for each.
domain and a total for the entire test. School, parish, and State reports
were-given in terms of average percent correct.(APC). The APC was
determined by dividing the total number of correct responses for the group
by the total possible correct responses for that group, then multiplying by
100.

13
10



APPROXIMATE ALLOCATION Of TIME FOR THE
1982-83 LOUISIANAIMAGING. WRITING, AND MATHEMATICS ASSESSMENT

Grade Subject

Distributing
Materials
and Giving
Directiops

Administering"
Te,st Questions

StrOch
Break

Total
Time

7 Reading 25 minutes 65 minutes 10 minutes 100 minutes

7 Writing Skills
and Writing

16 minutes ,50 minutes"

Exercises 35 minutes. 95 minutes

7 Mathematics 10 minutes' '85 minutes 5 minutes 100 ,minutes

)0 Reading 25 minutes . 65 minutes 10 minutes 100 minutes

10 Writing Skills 10 minutes 50 minutes
-and Writing
Exercises 35 minutes 95 mi,nutes

10' Mathematics .10 minutes 85 minutes 5 minutes 100 minutes

20
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This section contains state level regu a tion basic skills test
averages for grade 7 and grade 10. Figures ar resented for each test and
domain. .Objective performance is summari ed obi the figure for the domain in
which the objective falls. ,A narrative &scribing the test and the type of
item used to measure the objective accompanies each figure. The descriptions
of .items proVided in this repot are brief;'however, complete descriptions
and examples are available in the item specifications distributed by the
Bureau of Accountability of the Louisiana Department of Education.

Grade 7 reading performance is summarized followed by, writing and
mathematics, Figure 1 contai-ns information concerning total test
performance in reading and in the five domains included in that subject.
Figures 2 through 6 contain information pertaining to statewide performance
at the domain and objective levels for each of the five reading domains.
Total test and domain summaries in seventh grade writing are shown in Figure
7. More specjfit information at th omabn ana objective levels are .

summarized in Figures 8 through 1 The total test and domain
scores are found in Figure 12. Domain an objective level performance in
grade 7 mathematics are in Figures Is th gh 21. Figures 22 through 24. are
line graphs comparing the performance of examineeson the Grade 7 Louisiana
State Assessment Test over the years it as been administered. The first
graph summarizes total test, domain, and bjective performance in reading.
The second graph for writing has no compa ison because of the test revision.
The third graph summarizes the total test, domain, and objective performance
in mathematics. 'Only lope year is shown in mathematics since there were
revisions in both seventh and tenth grade mathematics for the 1981-82 school
year.'

Tenth grade reading total test performance is shown in Figure 25.
Figures 26 through 29 illustrate State level domain and objective
performance -in reading. State writing performance in the tenth grade is
summarized in Figures 30' through 35. State mathematics performance in the
tenth grade is summarized in Figures 36 through 45. An"nual comparisons
among reading and mathematics, are shown in Figures 46 and.48, As with the
seventh grade writing test, no comparison can be made among the 1982 -83
writing assessment and those of previous years.

14



I

LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 READING

Regular Education N 55,702

Average Percent Correct APC

TOTAL TEST SCORE 81.83

DOMAIN:

4141k -

VOCABULARY aZAM-t% 84.57

PHONETIC ANALYSIS MENOMWMOSW,k...,...,12K ss.M 75.82

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS tCMOgggtWMOMVIMUNOW:nNg 91.36

COMPREHENSION "MMWSIOSRVMSATIMMIN. 80.11

STUDY SKILLS 4knkagPAVAMMAVMAMM. 75.29

20.00 40.00 60.x0 80.00 100..0

FIGURE 1: Reading Total Test and Domain Totals.

SUMMARY OF READING PERFORMANCE

The Reading Assessment consisted of 17 multiple choice items covering
five domains of skills. The domains represented on the test were subdivided
into objectives, each measured by four test items. The domains:of
"Vocabulary" and "Phonetic Analysis" were measured by two objectives (8
items). "Structural Analysis" was measured by four objectives (16 items).
'Twenty-eight items covering seven objectives were used to measure
"Comprehension." The domain of "Study Skilte was measured,using three
objectives (12 items) .

23
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 READING

Regular Education

110MAIN:,

VOCABULARY

OBJECTIVE:

01 Word Meanings

02 Synonyms and
Antonyms

Average Percent Correct

mmumormirirrimilrus

Mt: na*AtVIMV.M&,,%)K;:sN.:1;r.s\s`71M-V

A-

20.00 40.00 S6b 80.00 100., 0

FIGURE 2: Domain'Performance: Vocabulary

VOCABULARY

55,702

at

84.57

89.28

79.87.

, Overall performance in "Vocabulary" was approximately 2.75 percentage
points higher than the total test average percent correct. This was an
increase of about 2 percent 'over.the 1981-82 Louisiana State Assessment
resulti. The two objectives showed similar increases.

In one objective, "Word Meanings," the student was asked to choose a
word from a group of words that had the same meaning as a'word underlined
a sentence.

in

The second objective, "Synonyms and Antonyms," was measured by asking
the student to choose a word from a list of four words that means the same
as or.the opposite of a word in a sentence. This objec ive.is more
difficult as indicated by the average percent score of 87 percent about
10 percent lower than the results for the first objectiv

24
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 READING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PHONETIC ANALYSIS

OBJECTIVE :

03 Long and Short
Vowels

04 Vowel Digraphs
and Diphtfiongs

N 55,70

Average Percent C6rrect

20.00 40.00. 601-7-100 ---1;-.00

FIGURE 3: Domain Peiformance: Phonetic Analysis

PHONETIC ANALYSIS
41.

APC

75.82

76.51

'75.12

The domain of "Phon ic Analysis" showed almost a 3 percent increase
over.last year's results. The objective, "Long and Short.Vowels," increased
Approximately 2.5 percent. This objective was tested by asking students
to identify which word from a list of words has the same sound as a given

vowel sound in 'another word.

A0
The second objective tested within this domain, "Vowel Digraphs or

Diphthongs, asked which word or-words have ~the same sound as vowel digraphs
or diphthong within given words. The average percent correct was 75.12,
over 3 percen higher than in.the previous year.

A

17

11,



Regular Education
e

DOMAIN:

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS
4

OBJECTIVE:

LOUISIANA STATE-ASSESMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 READING

05 Compound Words

06. Plurals

07 Affixes'

08 Syllables

Average Percent Correct

ss,

;As "Vng=

-

4akt:..s.MIMAMMI:.-M,;;M:MXIMMIO:

I ' I 1 I

20.00 40.00 0.00 80.00 100.00

55,70

ARC

9 1 . 36

95 . 8(

92.21

0.458

87.83

FIGURE 4: Domain Performance:' StrucAdral Analysis

a

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS

"Structural' Analysie showed the highest average domain in.reading
with 91.36 percent. The objective, "Compound Words," had the highest
average percent correct (95.84). This objective was, tested by asking
students to identify compound words from a list of words.

The objectives "Plurals" (92.21%) and "Affixes" (89.58%) report
midrange scores.' "Plurals" was tested by asking students to select the
appropriate plural form of a singular word. For the objective "Affixes,"
students were asked to select from a group of words "whith word had a part
added to it."

The remaining objective, "Syllables," had the lowest score (87.83%)
within this domain. Students were asked, "What 1S.the first and-last
syllable in a word?" and "How many syllables are in a word?"

,--

ale
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444

Regular Education

DOMAIN:'

LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT. PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7READING

COMPREHENSION

OBJECTIVE:

09 Story.Detail

10. Story Sequence

11 Main Idea

12 Conclusions

13 Cause and Effect

14 Character
.Definition

'15 Fact and Opinion

N = 55,70?

'Average Percent Correct

..301.WW-.21DIMNREMOL.W.,..M&NLMWO.1;::":

Mg:WMksIgtagiVOENN4,... l&Wea..-\VOM.

20.00 40.00 60..0 80.00 100.

FIGURE 5: Wmasin Performances ,,Comprehension

COMPREHENSIOJI

0

APC

80.11

.85.88

79.91

82013

70.53

.86.to

87.22

69.13

'The domain, "Comprehension" (80.11%), was slightly lower than the,

reading total test score. Of the siren objectives tested, three
objectives, "Character Definition," "Cause and Effect," and ''Story Detair
(85.88 %), were well aboVe the averagi percent correct of the domain. All

of these objectives have shown impressive gains of at least fod t. percentage

points over previbus ye The objective "Main Idea" (82.03%) and "Story
Sequence" showed si r results and were closest to the domain average

percent correct. en compared with 1981 Assessment in Reading, both of

th ctives showed gains of" over 5 percent. '44

hen compared to the 1981 Assessment in reading, both "Conclusions"
(70.53%) and "Fact and Opinion" (49.11%) were the lowest average percent
scores. However, each showed considerable gains. "Fact and Opinion"
increased over six percentage points since 1981.

Each objective within this domain was measured by asking students to
read a passage and then answer the question that refers to the passage.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT *PROGRAM' 1982-
. 'GRADE 7 READING

3

Regular Education

0114:

STPDY SKILLS

OBJECTIVE:

Average Percent Correct

N = 55,702

.APC

75,29

16 Following
Directions m?..:,:kk:,%Awz, 76.41

17 Graphic.
Information 67.17

18 Reference
Matet'ials 0===MIMWZONVIUMO 82.31

T
20.00 40.00 6o,to 80.00

FIGURE 6: Dc ain,Performance: Study Skills'

STUDY 'SKILLS

100)0

"Study Skills" improved an average of five percentage points over the
1981-82 Assessment average percent correct.;. The objectives within this
domain all relate to sk411s,necessary for students to function within any

, subject area, . 4 .. .

On one objective, "Follows Directions," the students were to read t
Mections:and then answer questions about thedirections. The average
percent correct for, this objective was 76.41 percent, approximately 3
percent lower than the total Reading test score.

The "Graphics Materials" objective showed the lowest score for any
objective within the reading test.. The average percent correct was 67.17
percent, or about 15 percentage points lower than the total, reading test
score. In this objective, the students were asked to lookat maps and
graphs and answer questions related to the. graphics.

As
The objective "Reference Materials" asked students where reference

information might be obtained. The average percent correct increases four
,percent from,the 1981-82 Assessment. Items used in this objective asked
students toexplain where they might find specific information.

23
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE '7 tictrTING

Regular Education

TOTAL TEST SCORE

DOMAIN:

SPELLING

CAPITALIZATION

PUNCTUATION

LANGUAGE STRUCTURE

Average Percent Correct

iirmommrsimMoms

MINMONSMgMONWWW W.NrV

ZN.M.MEM*VW:\ONWASOROW,7,.w

20.00 40.00 60.10 80.00

FIGURE 7: Writing Tota I Test and Dame i n *Total s

SUMMARY OF WRITING PERFORMANCE

N a 55,632

APC

'

83.70

83.16

83..50

78.81 .

-00.00 (4

The Writing Assessment contains 52 multiple items covering 13

objectives under four domains. As with the reading test, each objective was'.
assessed by four items. Over 75percent of the writing test was revised
from'the previous assessment years of 1981-82. Therefore, no accurate
cokparisons can be made between changes in test scores.

Three domains, "Spelling" (83.70%) , "Capitali2ation" (83.16%), and
"Punctuation" (83.50%), him:leverage percentages approximately 2 percent
higher than the total test score of 81.71. The domain, "Language_ Structure"
(78.81%) was about thrta,percentage points lower than the reading -OW test.
score.

29
21



LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 WRITING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

SPELLING.

OBJECTIVE:

Average Pei-cent Correct

N 55,,632

APC

83.70

01 'Words Controlled
by R WtWMW.M.,,,tMW&M=snR.ziONMXW=gV

02 Change the Final Y 83.21,

03 Verbs with ING 81.47

04 Holidays and
Seasons *:..:.W.'\Mtsi\S;:,SVMSMMV.A-LV:M7sMIV 81'.98

20:00 40.00 010 80.1 100.

FIGURE'S: Domain Performance:, Spelling

SP

Of the four objectives within this
by R" (88.11%)., had a score higher than
three objectives, "Change the final Y"
and "Holiday, Words and Seasons"*(81.98%)
objectiverrstudents were asked to comple
that is spelled correctly.

NG

0

omain, only one, "Words Controlled
the domain average. The remaining

.23%), "Verbs with iNG" (81.47%),
re Mower. For each of these
a sentence by choosing the word

3
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 WRITING

Regular Education

'DOMAIN:

CAPITALIZATION

'OBJECTIVE:

05 Names of Languages
and People

06 Heading, Salutation
. and Closing of a

Letter_

N = 55,632

Average Percent Correct APC

4

WWMPWMV.tk,MZ\ 'MtS

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00 )00A0

- FIGURE 9: Domain Performance: Capitalizaticip

86.13. .

86.49

79.841

CAPITALIZATION

"Capitalization"-was assessed by two objectivesN8 stems). One
objective, "Names of Languages,'Peoples, Etc.," askid.sudents to "find the
word or words thit sho'uld be capitalized in a serqtrice." The results for,
this objective were five percentage points higher/than-the total test.
average, with 86.49 percent.' The second objective,'"Heading, Salutat
and Ciosing of a Letter," was about 2 percent lower,than the 'total tes
score of 81.71 percent. Students were to select the correct capitali
for parts of a letter.
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Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PUNCTUATION

OBJECTIVE.

-

LOUISIANA'STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 WRITING

07 Period

08'4postrophe withe'
Contractions

tl

'Averige Percent Correct

MAKak:SXWMAnignMaaniin

. `. A A

10. 4 I 1

00 400 60 0 80.00 100.00

N = 55,632

FIGURE 10: Domain Performance: ,Punctuation

ARC .

83.50

83.76

83.24

PUNCTUATION

Only two objectives were used to assess the domain of "Punctuation."
One, "The Use. of the Period" (83.76%)i was slightly higlier than "Uses the
ikpostrop.he with.'Contractions" 483:24%). for both objectives, the students
were asked to choose the correct answer'that'either uses the period
correctly or punctudtes the contraction correctly.

a
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83'
GRADE 7 WRITING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

CANGUAGE STRUCTURE

OBJECTIVE:

Average PercenX Correct

N 55,632

APC

78.81

09 Negative
Statements 67.00

.stVgaMg.M.MataIN
k.

10 Demonstrative
Pronouns' 84.03

11 Inflectional
Endings

ti

85.51

12 Combine Sentences EZOW. :SSAIUMX% V.:411-MMUT: 75.08

13- Change Statements SMS.V-AV...Vasal%V.K.n.a.sn:MaNIMIn
82.46-

201.00 4o.00 60.0 80.00 Ioo

FIGURE 11: Domain Performance: Language Structure

LANGUAGE STRUCTURE'

0

"Lariguage Structure" was the largest domain within the)Writing
test. Frye objectives with twenty items were used. Threefobjectives had
scores above the domain average of 78.81 percent and'above the total Writing
test score ($1.71%) . Of these three, "Inflectional Ending" (85.51%) was
more than seven percentage points higher than the domain average, followed
closely by "Demonstrative Pronouns" with 84.03 percent. in both of these
objectives, the students were asked to choose the correct word or verp form
to complete the sentence. "Change Statements" had a score of 82.46 percent
For this objective, students were asked to read a sentence and then choose
from a list, a sentence that changes it to a command or a question.

The objective, "Combine Sentences," ranks below both the total Writing
test score and the domain score with. 75.08 percent. Thit objective was
tested by asking students to combine too sentences into one sentence. The,

students were to choose from a list the most correctly worded sentence.

The lowest score among the five objectives was for "Negative Stitements"

(67.00%). Inithis objective, students were asked to identify the word that
does not complete the gi(/en sentence.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM-1982-43
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

TOTAL TEST SCORE

DOMAIN:

NUMERATION

WHOLE NUMBER
OPERATIONS

FRACTIONS AND
OPERATIONS

DECIMALS AND
DECIMAL OPERATIONS

PERCENT, RATIO,
AND PROPORTION

RELATIONS AND
FUNCTIONS

MEASUREMENT-AND
ESTIMATION

GEOMETRY

PROBLEM SOLVING

N 55,568

Average Percent Correct

111101111111111111111111111MIIMNINI

'Ms \Nr\':'

.60.NRNBMNWWSWMR

MMIZSM%..M.V

20. 00 40!00 6010 80:00 100 0

FIGURE 12: Matheliatics Total Test and Domain Totali

APC

68.14

66.64

85.38

71.46

77.14

51.63

80.32

82.18

58.68

5801

SUMMARY OF MATHEMATICS PERFORMANCE

The Grade-7 mathematics test used 19 objectives to measure the-
mathematics performance. The average percent correct was 68.14 percent.
This performance reflected a 2 percent increase above the previous year's
assessment in mathematici and was approximately 3 percent lower than the.
grade 101Mathematics test performance level.

Al) of the domains showed an increase in the overage percent correct.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

NUMERATION

OBJECT/VE:

01 Place Value

02 Rounding Numbers

14 55,568

ARC

66.64

Average Percent Correct

OMMOMMWMANUMOM

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00'. 100400

FIGURE 13: Domain Performance: Numeration

NUMERATION

61..38

71.90

Overall performance in "Numeration" was approximately 2.5 percentage
points higher than the total Mathematics test average. This was .an increase
of about 3 percent over the 1981-82 assessment results. Two objectives were
used in measuring this domain. For the objective, "Rounding Numbers,"
students were to round numbers to the nearest 10 through the nearest
100,000. The average percent correct was 71.90. The objective, "Place
Value," required students to recognize the value of decimal numbers through
thousandths. The performance on this objective improved 3 percent above
last year.

35
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.LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMUT PROGRAM 102-B3
GRADE 7 MATHFRATIcS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

WHOLE N ER
OPERATIO

OBJECTINE:

03 Addition and
Suptraction

04 Division

Average Percent Correct

I

'''',Xs.M.,-AagnaMC:MAVVinggiMMOftra

rW,W.0-naNgt..V5&,MOVNERM.

20.00 410!00 60

'A

N 55,568-

0 80.00 100.00

FIGURE lit: Domain Performance: Whole Number Operations

WHOLE NUMBER OPERATIONS

APC

85.38
(

90.03

80.74

The domain of "Whole Number Objectives" showed a 1 percent improvement
over last year's assessment with 85.38 percent. This domain also had the
highest average percent correct of the mathematics test domains. Of the two
objectives used in this domain, "Add and Subtract Integers" (90.03%)

,
'reported the highest performance. The objective, "Division with Integers,"
had an av'erage percent correct of 80.74 percent or 13 percent higher than
the total test score. for both of these objectives, students were to solve
problems in addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division.

30
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982 -83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Educition

DOMAIN:

FRACT1ONS°AND
OPERATIONS

OBACTIVE: 1`)

05 Rename Fractions

06 Add Fractions

07 Subtract Fraction

08 Multiply Fraction

Average Percent Correct .

N..,',AMORM\I'NUMW,134

N = 55,568

20.00 ito!oo 60.t0 80.1 loo o

FIGURE 15: Domain Performande:, F actions and Operations

FRACTIONS AND OPERATIONS

The domain "Fractions and Operations" (71.46%) improved by'1.5 percent

from the 1981-1982 assessment. rour objectives were used to measure this ,

domain. One objective, "Rename Fractions," reported a score of 72.'18

percent. The students were asked to rename fractions in simplest terms or

rename fractions with unlike denominators.to fractions with common

denominators. "Add Fractions" (75.98%) was tested by asking students to add
fractions with like and unlike denominators. This ,objective reported little
change in'Pefformance from last year. Another objective, "Subtract
Fractions" (72.96%), showed a small improvement in performance. "Multiply
Fractions" was 5 percent lower than the total test score but reported a
1 percent increase above the 1981-82 average percent. This objective was
tested by asking students to multiply fractions using whole numbers mixed
with fractions or two proper fractions.

APC

71.46

72.18

75.98

72.96

64.73
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS 4-

Regular Education

Average Perceht Correct
DOMAIN:

DECIMALS AND
DECIMAL OPERATIONS

OBJECTIVE:
09 Add and Subtract

Decimals

10 Multiply Decimals

:`::W \s, .\':>1;

s.-M;..\;.:;.;.*-:.W

N = 55,568

APC

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00 100.00

FIGURE 16: Domain Performance: Dec mals andDecimal Operations

:l4

86.61

67.67

DECIMALS, AND DECIMAL OPERATIONS

Student performance within the domain using decimals and decimal'
operations was nine percentage points higher than the total test score for
mathematics and 2 percent, higher than 'the' previous year!s performance.
One objective measuring this domain had a score 2 percent higher than the
domain average percentlForrect. "Add and Subtract Decimals" had the highest
objective score with 86.61 percent, 18.5 percent higher than the total
Mathematics test score. "Multiply Decimals" had a high average percent
correct of 67.67. These objectives asked students VD solve problems Using
decimals by adding or subtracting decimals through thousandths or
multiplying decimals by decimals.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982 -83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular` Education

DOMAIN:

PERCENT, RATIO,
AND PROPORTION'

084ECThVE:
11 Changing Percents
rand Decimali

12 Changing
Fractions,~ and
Percents

13 Percent, of a
Number

N 55,568

Average Percent Correct APC

20'.00- 40.00 6010 80.00 300.00
,

FIGURE 17: Domain Performance: Percent, Ratio, and Proportion

51.63

54.10

56.54

44.26

PERCENT, RATIO, AND PROPORTION

Three objectives were used to measure the domain, "Percent, 1Rati'o, and
Proportions." The domain,score (51.63%) was approximately 16.5 percentage
points lower than the total test score, making it the lowest score on $ny
skill. One objective, "Changing Percents and Decimals," required students
to' change fract)ons and decimals-to percents., 4he performance (54.10%) was
considerably lower than the total test average. A 'second objective,
"Changing Fractions and,Percents," was 11.6 percent below the total test
score. However, this reflected a 2 percent improvement over last year's
assessment. For this objective-, students were to calculate the percent of a
number. The skill, "Finding the Petcent of a Nurnberg!' reported the lowest
objective average percent correct (44.26%). This was approximatelyAwenty-
four percentage points lower' than the total Mathematics-test average.
However, this objective showed the greatept increase over the 1981-82
Assessment score of all the skills measuring this domain.

3J
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'Ftegular 'Education

DOMAIN:

LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT. PROGRAM 198283
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS*_

RELATIONS A
FUNCTIONS

OBJECTIVE:

14 Graphs

Average Percent Correct-

MMISMCA-S,V,MV.MAIIIMASWMI

20.00 40.00 60.00 . 80.00 100.00

FIGURE 18: Domain Performance: Graphs

RELATIONS AND FUNCTIONS

80.32

80.32

. The domain, "Relations and FunCt4ons,"'reported an average percent
correct of 0,432 percent, 2 percent increase from 1'981-82. For the
single objective, "Using Graphs," the students were provided graphs and were
asked'questions related to the information on the graph.

#

4

$
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education N = 55,568

DOMAIN:

`MEASUREMENT AND
ESTIMATION

OBJECTIVE1'

15 Time and
Temperature

Average Percent Correct

NE,01\"'1-1.t.W.M;C.IC..NIMSAIKSS.
iti

400 40.00 8Q.1 160.10

FIGURE 19: Domain Performance: Measurement and Estimation

MEASUREMENT AND ESTIMATION 4.

APC

82.18

-82.18

This domain, "Measurement and Estimation" (82.81%), reported the highest -
scor'es among the domains and objectives used in the mathematics assessment.

,.Only ono objective was used to measure this domain. The students were asked
to tell time to the nearest minute and/or to read a thermometer.

4.;
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSFIENTPROGRAPI 1982-83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education t,k= 45,568

DOMAIN:

GEOMETRY

OBJECTIVE:

16 Perimeter and
Area

Average Percent Correct APC

4.68

WAW-MWW=M,Mg

20.00 4o.oa 60.t0 80.00 100.00

FIGURE 20: Dome l n Performance: Geometry

GEOMETRY,-.

58.68

The .domain "Geometry," contained- one.objectlime, which required students
to compute the perimeter of a square, rectangle, and triangle or the area of
a square and a rectangle. The overall performance in this domain improved
only ?lightly above last year's assessment results. The domain average
percent correct (58.88%) was 10.5 percent- lower than the total Mathematics
test average.

42
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PROBLEM SOLVING

OBJECTIVE:

'17 Two-Step Word
Problems

)8 Money

9 Averages

.1

N 55,658

Average Percent Correct APC

1111M111111111111111111111

:VtLi.MA&VgRNMViNWMW

20.00 40.00 601 .080.00 i00.00.

FIGURE 21: Domain Performance: Problem Si:Jiving

PROBLEM SOLVING

58. 11

60.09

62.71

51.49,

The average percent for this domain wart 60.99 percent, or about 10.5

percent below the total Mathematics test score of 71.32 percent. This
domain reported.. .a decline in performance by 1.5 percentage points. Three

objectives were usedtto measure this domain. The objective, "Two-Step Word
'Problems," included word problems using addition and subtraction. The

average percent correct was 60.09 percent. A second objective, "Money"
(62.77%), was almost 1.5 percent higher thlin the previous year's score. For

this objectivIr students were asked to solve two-step word problems
involving amounts of money not to exceed 10. dollars. A final- objective
within 'the domain of "Problem Solving" was "Averaging." The average percent
correct was 51.49 percent, or about 1.76 percent above, the previous year."
This objecti'Ve asked the students to compute the, average of five or fewer

numbers each with a maximum of three digits.

4 3
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Louisiana .State Assessment Program
Figure 22
I Comparisons

Or de 7 - Reading

DOMAIN Objective

TOTAL TEST SCORE

VOCABULARY

Word Meanings

Synonyms and Antonyms

PHONETIC ANALYSIS

Long and Short Vowels

1981

Vowel Digraphs and Diphthong;

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS

Compound Words

Plurals

Affixes

Syllables

1

=IP 1982 1983

.04+.4 imoin eas ,A)Arp i'11.411./Mio

APC

" A ,t.. ...611

111111211111121=111111=1

.41 *a lt4064..

,..11. = Utlie,/,'4, Na. ,40.1tt4Adt

...1414..4a

146.141 .01, 4' It,.

4114.1. brA, ALa *Liu .r. -1.414/1

11=;11=1111111=11
11211=

Ai _ 111111MA

111111;=;1= ME=

111=11=1;2=1=2;

40.00 50.00 60.00

vh.14+41.444...

77.36
79.87
61.83

10.67
12.70
34.57

65.75
S7:53
U. 23

75.59
77.87
73.37

70.29
73.03
75.32

71.65
74.09
70.51

81.93
72.03
75.12

33.24
$9.3111
91.36

93.34
94.64
95.34

81.04
90.44
92.21

15.46
$8.08
39.58

$5.01
8643
67.33

70.00 80.00 9080 100.90
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Louisiana State Assessment Program
Figure 22 icontinued)
Annual Comparisons
Grade 7 - Reading

DOMAIN / Obi MR 1981 1982 1983

COMPREHENSION

Story Details.

Story Sequence

Main Idea

Conclusions

Cause and Effect

Character Definition

Fact and Opinion

STUDY SKILLS

Follow Directioni

Graphic Information.

Reference Materials

`Z..41ftat itiL1ti *LA* iaa4207..Ateg,....:. cia

111=11111=11111=11111

121111===
annaicia.wicKareivA evbi.c..r

111111111111111111111111111111
C ' .1.141.1

11=1;21=111=

=WI=
tYeker vs.& 4,..inItAt,

1. 4431,1,43..

a.

ti .1.,....i.11111A4

75.27
71.13
10.11

$0.77
44.10
85.81

74.90 ,

77.17, I.
79./1

6047

66.33
. 86.30

70:53

18,14
$4.82
$6.10

13.72
46.56
67.22

62.02
66.06
69.13

'
70.34
73.26
75:29

"-
71.66
74.40
76.41

4 1.2! '4
84.511
67.17

111.011
SOM.
82.31

40.00 50.00 60.00 70,00 80.00 90.00. 100.00

4
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Louisiana State Assessment Program
Figure Z3

Annual comparisons

Grade 7 - Writing

Comparisons between 1982 test result1 and 1983.1
included because of test'revisions. Approximate y
material was revised and test content was "levels
objectives which measured,lower grade level skills
objectives at the grade level tested.

results are not
25 percent of the.,

4..]!.._Zhat is, some

were replaced by

\s,
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Louisiana State Assessment. Progratir-
Figure 24

Annual Comparisons
Grade 7 Mathematics

DOMAIN / Objective JINNI 1982 4''. 1983

TOTAL TEST SCORE

NUMERATION

Place Value

Rounding Numbers

WHOLE NUMBER OPERATIONS

Addition and Subtraction

Division

FRACTIONS & OPERATIONS

Rerfame Fractions

Add Fractions

" Subtract Fractions

MultipIV Fractions

^ a 44.. s. *A

7%4.44,444

4411 44,341.44ilamwe

I

11.....447.... 1..171n. ACRAM- (1414111,04.111. 11/ .4. iD4 kik reti...4.e. 4. at .17X.,,N.

6. Ap 41.0

Lt. Clh+4

.4,111104.141. kg .114,.4 *4..4 r a, .aS illisiv61.4.1144

44wivv4*4.4.,

DECIMALS / DECIMAL OPERATIONS

Add and Subtract Decimali*

Multiply Decimals

1,

68.37
88.14

83.14
88.14

81.39

89.311
71.90

114.017 's
95.38

88.82
90.03

70.19
80.74

8943
71.48

49.84

75.21
75.98

.71.19
72.98

84.73

15.24
77.14.

84.80
89:91 -

88.58
'A 17.87

40.00

4 7



Louisiana State Assessment Program.
Figure' 24 =continued)
Annual Comparisons

Grade 7 - Mathematics

PERCENT-RATIO-PROPORTION

Changing Percents and Decimals

Changing Fractions and Percents

Percent of a Number

RELATIONS & UNCTIONS

Graphs

MEASUREMENT & ESTIMATION

Time and Temperature

GEOMETRY "''''

Perimeter and Area

PROBLEM SOLVING

Two-step Word Problems

Money

Averaget

1111111=111111111=1111111

4... ,. s.

44.eiVtoi.1741.61. X..

49.87
51,63

51.78
54.10

55.41
56.54

4.1.80
44.28

. .-

78.37
80.32

78.37
80.32

80.20
82.18

86.28
82.18

87.142'
58.38

57.14
58.58

55,7
58.11

58.99
60.05

61.39
82.77

49.73
51.411

s

40.00 50.00 , 60.00 -70.00 80.00 90.00 100.00
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 READING

RegOar Education

TOTAL TEST SCORE

DOMAIN:

VOCABULARY

WORD ATK SKILLS
a.

COMPREHENSION

STUDY SKILLS

Average Percent Correct

MUM= .WWWV:MASN.:0.'

1:41k0:::.:4.;11*ZWRONIK

:t;11,XttaVINSIW.'S.,VNAMSIVKI.,

N = 46,510

APO

78.60

20I
1.

.00 .00 60./10 80.00 100.00

FIGURE 25: Reading Total Test and Domain Totals

SUMMARY OF READING PERFORMANCE

70.42

83.54

74.57

87.15

The reading test at thi tenth grade level assessed four domains as the

seventh grade. reading test. The,average percent correct for the Reading
total. teOt was 3.23 percentage points lower than the performance reported on

the 7th Owde reading test. However, the iotal'Reading test score improved
by, l.34-percent over the 1980-81 Reading Assessment performance. Of the

four domains, "Study Skills", showed the highest performance at 87.15 percent
and'"Vocabulary" had the lowest average percent correct with 70.42- percent.
"Word Attack Skills" (83.54%) had the second highest percent correct
followed by "Comprehension" (74.57%).
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982 -83
GRADE 10 READINGt.

Regular Education N = 46,510

Average Percent Correct. ARC

DOMAIN:'

VOCABULARY

OBJECTIVE:

01 Word Recognitio

02, Synonyms and.
Antonyms

20.00 40.00 010 80.00 10030

FIGURE 26: Domain Performance: 'Vocabulary

VOCABULARY

70.42

72.85

67.99

The'domain of "Vocabulary" improved by approximately 2 percent'lrom
the 1980-81 Reading Assessment. Two objectives were used to measure this
domain. The-objective "Word Recognition" (72.85%) was assessed by asking
students to identify the meaning of words. The second objective, "Synonyels
and Antonyms" (67.99%), was about 10.4 percentage points lower than the
total Reading test score. This clearly indicates a problem area. For this
objective, students were asked to choose.words that either mean the same as
or "t$ opposae of the words given.



LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRAPE 10 READING

Regular Education

DOMAIN: /
WORD ATTACK SKILLS

OBJECTIVE:

03 Possessives and
Plurals

04 Affixes

N = 46,510

Average Percent Correct APC

MIMOO,M&MURNOM:MgMC.N

MagONWMWAEMOVINSIN&Mgg

I

201.00 40.!00 601 80.00 1 00.00

'FIGURE 27: Domain'Performance: Word Attack Skills

WORD ATTACK SKILLS

83.54

80.45

. 86.62

The domain, "Word Attack Skills," had two objectives. The average
percent correct at the domain and objective levels were well above the total
reading test. score. The objective, "Affixes" 036.6A), showed a very high
performance. This objective was tested by asking students to select which
word partcould be used to complete a word. The objective, "Possessives and
Plurals," had a 6.2 percent lower performance than "Affixes" (86.62 %). This
objective was tested by asking students to choose the word that correctly
completes each sentence,
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 READING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

COMPRENENSI-ON

OBJECTIVE:

Average Percent Correct

111=111.111111111..

N .2, 46,510

APC

34.57

05 Detail 78.27

06 Specific.
Information 83.94

07 Main Idea MM. 76.93

08 Seqence of Events 63.66

09 Predicts Outcome \N" "Ss"...S.V.FIN\s..\\*VM,. \kti.. .:*".Zs, \\Vt.t.,\ 81.30

.10 Factual
Information k.IMNNWWWMAWM;..IM 70.28

11 Propaganda
Techniques 71.69

12 Author's Purpose 75.84

13 Drawing
Conclusions REMMMEMUMWMMagNa 69.23

20.00 40.00 601 80..1 100JO

FIGURE 28i Domain Performancez ,Comprehension

COMPREHENSION

"Comprehension" is the largest domain within the reading test. Nine
objectives are included in the domain. The objective, "Specific
Information" (83.94%), had the highest average percent correct of this
domain, while""Sequence of Events" showed the lowest performance among the
nine objectives. The objective, "Predicts Outcomes" (81.300 , reported the
second high score among the objectives within this domain. Five objectives
had-Midrange scores. These were "Detail" (78.27%) , "Main Idea" (76.93%),
"Author's Purpose" (75.84%), "Propaganda Techniques" (71.69%), and "Factual
Information" (70.28%). For all objectives, the students, were required 'to
read and then respond to questions related to a passage. The objective,
"Author's Purpose," showed the greatest improvement over the previous two
years of testing.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSNENTe,PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 READING

Regular Education N 46,510

DOMAIN:

STUDY SKILLS

OBJECTIVE:

14 Graphic Material

15 UsWil a Variety

MW'aft.:MM.C.MWAWNWV 85.05

16AReferenoe Sources I 95.82

11 Symbols 86.08

AVerage'Percent Correct

v%z

APC

87.15

81.68

18 Reads and Follows
Directions as'EK..;.:ZMO.W.M.W.M.:1; AMtl:

201.00 40.00 6010 80.00 100.00

FIGURE 29: Domain Performance: Study Si s

STUDY SKILLS

87.10

''he highest domain and objective performances were reported in "Study
Skills." The average percent correct for this domain was 87.15 percent or
apprpximately 8.55 percentage points higher than the reading total 'test
score. The objective, "Using Reference Sources" (95.82%), had the highest
performance.reported in the reading test at the tenth and seventh grades.
For'the skill, students were to.identify which reference sources would
supply the appropriate Information. The objective, "Reads'and Follows
Directions" (87.10%), ranked second among these objectives.'The Objective'
with the lowest average percent correct-for this domain was "Graphic
Material," with 81.68 percent..The objective, "Reads and Follows Directions
(37.10%), had a score almost identical to the domain average.
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LOUISIANASTATE ASSESSMENT PRODRAA11982-83
GRADE 10)0RITING

'Regular Education

TOTAL TEST SCORE

DOMAIN:

SPELLING

k CAPITALIZATION

PUNCTUATION

LANGUAGE STRUCTURE

- ORGANIZATION.

N 46,450

Average Percent Correct

MAMVZSUSZOAVW AIMV:

maamemaveataves

WWAaiVUMMIMO@MOMNK:

'20.00 40.00 60 0 80.90 100.00

.11(

FIGURE 30t Writs Total fast and Domain Totals

SUMMARY OF WRITING PERFORMANCE

APC

77.22

81.94

90.89

72.90

67.74

17.22

Thegrade 10 Writing Assessment was revised from the previous years of
1981-82 As in the previous..years, 15 objectives were Used to assess
student performance in fiveLdomaina. However, considerable changes' were
made in he objectives and items used. As with the grade 7 Writing
Assessmen no comparisons can be made between this year's performance.and
previous scores. The total Writing test score was 77.22 percent or 4.5.
percent lower than the grade A performance level. The range in performance
among the domains was from a'Nigh of 90.89 percent in "Capitalization" to a
low of 67.74 percent in "Langu ge Structure."

.

t
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
.GRADE _10 WRITING

Average Percent Correct

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

SPELLING

OBJECTIVE:

01 Plural Forms of
Nouns

02 Words Containing
"ie" and "ei"

03 Three or More
Sy141ables

gal:Ass,AVAIRWWZMIRS.,:a1M

,,Vausva.;;;mwavm-A-2Masim.:VME,Ma

aMIUMEMISStsaMx...MAII.V\WRAMV

N 46,450

201.00 40.00 60.t0 80.010 100.00

FIGURE 31: Domain Performance: Spelling-

SPELLING

APC

81.94

72.59

65.08

88.14

The average pert nt correct in the domain "Spelling" was 4.72 percent

higher than the writing tbtel test average. Among °the three objectives.

used to assess .this omain, "Plural Forms of Nouns" (72.59%) showed the

lowest 'performance. For this object ive, students were asked to.. choose the
correct plural form of a noun that beit completed a sentence. The average
percent correct for "Spells Words Containing ie and ei" (85.08%) and "Spells

Three or More Syllable _Words" 188.14%), were 3 and 6 percent above the
domain average:respectrvely. In both objectives, students-were asked to
identify the correctly spelled word that completed a sentence.

s
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
,GRADE 10 WRITING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

CAPITALIZATION

OBJECTIVE:

04 Proper Nouns
and Adjectives

05 Titles and
Persons

06 ,Capitalizes
Titles

N = 46,450

Average Percent Correct

WEittStiMa". VMUMS.AMMESSIM.TM

UMW

wasmt..-k :sva&-:

20.00 40.00 '6010 80)0 100.00

FIGURE 32: Domain Performance:. Capitalization

CAPITALIZATION

ARC.

90.59

89.39

88.95

94.32

Three objectives were used to assess the domain '"Capitalization." The
average percentages for this domain and the objectives were higher'than any
of the other objectives on the writing test. "Proper Nouns and Adjectives"
(88:95#) had very similar percentiges,; The objective, "Capitalizes Titles,"
reported the highest average of 94:37 percent. For each of these objectives,
the students were to capitalize words that should be capitalized in a
sentence.
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,LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 WRITING

Average Percent Correct

na:MCIONMMXV-VgWOM

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PUNCTUATION

OBJECTIVE:

07 Quptation Marks

08 Apostrophe`

09 Commas in Phrases
and Clauses

10 Commas with
Nonessential
Elements

Alk\c7.:sI',';aNzIAMb2IMIC.Ca-MW
N

'''r''*AM,V%k\sZNNWINAMX.V'M

N = 46,450

201.00 40.00 6o.to 80.00 )oo.L

FIGURE 33: DomainAtrforatance: Punctuation

'PUNCTUATION

APC

72.90

69.80

64.70

79.06

7806

, The domain of "Punctuation" had four objectives. Two objectives were,

aimed at the use of commas. "Using Commas in Phrases and Clauses" showed
the highest percent correct with'79.06 percent, followed closely by "Using

Commas with Nonessential-Elements" (78.06%). "Quotation Marks" (69.80%)

had a higher average percent correct than did "Use of the Apostrophe"
(64.70%)._ For each item within these objectives, students were to'identify

the correctly punctuated sentence.
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LOWSIANASTAITASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 WRITING

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

LANGUAGeSTRUCTURE-

OBJECTIVE:

11 Sentence
Fragments

12 RunOn Sentences

13 Classify and
Build Sentences

'Object Pronouns

N 46,450

Average Percent Correct

ums,aa\m-oznal

MVW.IMWWWW

201.00 WOO 6010 80.00 100.

FIGURE 34: Domain Performance: Language Structure

0

APC

67.74

82.48

70.99

45.57

71.93

LANGUAGE STRUCTURE

The domain, "Language Structure," contained four of the most difficult
objectives within the writing total test. The average percent correct for
the domain was 67.74 percent, or approximately 10 percent lower' than the
"Total Test Average" (77.22%). However, on one objective "Sentence -
Fragment" (82.48%), the student performance was higher than the.total'test
average. In this objective, students were to select the sentence, fragment
from a group of words. Closely paralleling "Ssntence Fragments" was the
objective "Runon Sentences." Student perfbrAnte was considerably lower
with 70.99 average percent correct.

The objective, "Classify and Build Sentences," reported the lowest
performance on the writing test with 45..57 average percent correct,. As with
the previous objective "Runon Sentences," students were asked to identify,
from a group of words, which sentences were either compound or simple
sentences, sentence fragments, or runon sentences. The assessment. of the
use of object pronounk Included both singular and plural pronouns. The
average percent correct for this objective wals 71.93 percent, approximately
5.7 percent lower than the writing total test performance.

4
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10'WRITING

Regular Education N gi 46,450

DOMAIN:

ORGANIZATION

OBJECTIVE:

15 Outlining

Average Percent Correct APt

77.22

77.22.:0:-.V.,-*V.V.WONWIMMZEKSS:VVAW

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00 100.

FIGURE 35: Domain-Performance: Organization

-ORGANIZATION

0

One objective was used4t6'assess the domain, "Organization.' Students

were asked qubstions related to an'outline that was provided .on the test.
The performance was identical to the total test performance in writing
(77.22%) .
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1482-83
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

A PA

Regular Education N R 46,202

TOTAL TEST SCORE

DOMAIN: 7

Average Percent Correct APC

71.32

NUMERATION -

t.'\:=MV t" rs\V 79.90

WHOLE NUMBER
OPERATIONS 87.21S.\

FRACTIONS AND
OPERATIONS 6'6.867,,,N:.,StN':CX,A,..Z.N.N.),.,, %SSW.

DECIMALS AND
DECIMAL OPERATIONS

PERCENT, RATIO,
AND PROPORTION. MNON:s&Akwal;ww,mwm

a
.62.84

RELATIONS AND
FUNCTIONS :AVNe_Malk. xIVMtar 76.59

MEASUREMENT AND
'63.00'ESTIMATION,

GEOMETRY 65.72

PROBLEM SOLVING .RtZnAUSW*0-.MMW%,1 \;,,f 60.99

201.00 40.00 60.10. 80.00 100.00

'FIGURE 36: Total Test and Domain Totals

SUMMARY Of MATHEMATICS PERFORMANCE

The grade 10 mathematics test had,the largest humber of objectives of
any of the "Test Sections" within the.Louisiana State Assessment. Twenty
objectives were used to measure the mathematics test. The average percent
correct was 71.32 percent. This performance, reflected a 1 percent
increase above the previous year's assessment in mathematics and was over
3 percent higher than the grade 7-mathematics test performance level.

All of the domains showed an increase in the average percent correct
of the 1981-82 Mathematics Assessment except two: "Measurement and
Estimation" (65.00%) and "Problem Solving" (60.99%) .

6J
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Regular Education

DOMAIN:

,,NUMERATION

OBJECTIVE:

4

LOUISIAMA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 198243
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS'

12,

01 Rounding Numbers

N 46',202

Average Percent Correct

.

\'''IM13-VNW:WW

20.00 40.00 '601 80.00. 100.00

FIGURE 37:; Domain Performance: Numeration

'NUMERATION

Overall- performance in "Numeration" was approximately 8.58 percentage
points higher than the total test average. This was,an increase of about
2 percent higher than the 1981-82 assesment results. One objective was
used in measuring this domain, "Rounding Numbers." For the objective,
students were to round numbers to any specified place value through one

.million.

Pak
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:
WHOLE NUMBER
OPERATIONS

02 .Addition and

Average Percent Correct

s4,

N ar 46,202

APC

87.21

Subtraction MMUaM=n1.MISIRM'NEMEM,RM 91.07

Division mammtmetwu,fm,Numw i3.56'

r

FIGURE 38:

20.00 40%00 601 80.00 F00.00

Performance: ,Whol 'Number Operations

ITLE'NUABER OPERATIONS,

The ddmain of "Whole Number Operations" showed a 1 percent improvement
over last year's assessment with 87.21 percent. This domain also had the

.highest average percent correct of the mathematics test domains. Of the two
.

objecoves used in.this domain, "Add and Subtract Integers" (91.07%)
reported the highest performance. The objective, "Multiply and Divide
Integers," ha0 an average percent correct of 83.36 percent, or 1,2 percent
higher than.the total test score. For both of these objectives, students
were to solve problems either in addition and subtraction or multiplication
and division.

444
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LOUISIAWA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM1982-43
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

FRACTIONS'AND

Average Percent Correct

N = 46,202

APC

OPERATIONS 66.86 4

OBJECTIVE:

'64 Add and Subtrac
Fractions ) 67.43

05 Multiply
Fractions 68.34

06 Divido Fractions MVAL\.MVNME.7Fls:SITNV:1-n.
64.82

3

20.00 40.00 6010 80.4 .300.10

FIGURE 39: Domain Performance: Fractions and Operations

FRACTIONS AND OPERATIONS

sThe domain, "Fractions and Operations," improved by 2 percent from the
1981-82 assessment. "Add and Subtract FractPons" (67,43%) was tested
by asking students to solve problems with fractions and whole numbers. Two
other objectives, "Multiply Fractions" pnd "Divide Fractions,",showed a
lower performance. "Multiply Fractions" was 3*pertent lower than the total
test score yet reported an approximate 3 percent increase above the 1981-82
average pencfent. The objective, "Divide Fractions," had a6.5percent-lower
performance than the total test score. Both objectives were tested by
ask-ing'students to either divide or multiply proper. fractions using whOle
numbers mixed with fractions.

4.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

DECIMALS AND
DECIMAL OPERATIONS

OBJECTIVE:

07- Convert Fraction
and Decimals

mo,

08 Add and Subtract
Decimals

09 MUltiply Decima

10 Divide Decimals

N 46,102

Average Percent Correct

S AMV:± WM

20.00 40!00 6010 80.00 100.30

APC

78.31

71.25

92.12

79.33.

70.53

FIGURE 40: Domain Performance: Decimals and Decimal Operations

DECIMALS AND DECIMAL OPERATIONS

Student performance - within the domain using "Decimals and Decimal`
Operations" was eight percentage points highee than the total test score for
mathematics and 2.25 percent higher than the previous year's performance.
Overall, two objectives had higher scores than the domain average percent
correct., .."Add and Subtract,Deciomls" had the highest objective score with
92.12 percent, 21 percent higher than the total test score. "Multiply
Decimals" had a high average percent correct of 79.33. The lowest score,
among the objectives within, this domain was "Divide Decimals" (70.53%) .

All three of these objectives asked students to Solve problems using
decimals either by-adding and subtracting or multiplying or changklg
decimals.

A fourth objective,' "Convert Fractions and Decimals" (71.25%) was
,slightly below the total test average. For this objective students were to
change fractions to decimals -or decimals to fractions ill lowest terms.



LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PERCENT, RATIO,
AND PROPORTION

OBJECTIVE:

11 Fractions and
Decimats to
Percent

12' Percent, of a
Number'

Average Percent Correct

MWMV.SINggMOOR

MNIaNAMMMOMMM

N = 46,202

APC

20.00 40.00 6o.0 80.00 100 .00

FIGURE 41: Domain Performance: Percent, Ratio, and Proportion

PERCENT, RATIO, AND PROPORTION

62.84

69.26

56.42

Two objectives were used to measure the domain, "yercent, Ratio, and
Proportions."' The domain score (62.84%) was'approximately 8.5 percentage
points lower than the'total test score. These skills are tied closely to
the previous domain, "Decimals and Decimal Operations." One objective.
required students to change fractions and decimals to percent. The
Performance' (69.260 was slightly lower than the total test average. The
second objective, "Finding the Percent of a Number," wasalmost 15 percent
below the total test score. However, ttis reflected a 2 percent improvement
over last year's assessment. For this objective, students were 'to calculate,
the percent of a number.-
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

RELATIONS AND
FUNCTIONS

OBJECTIVE:1

13 Giraphs

)4 Equations

Average Percent Correct

MMIUMITM: AMID:\MUMS.:

N 46,202

20.00 40.00 601 80.00 100.

FIGURE 42: Domain Performancef Relations and Functions'

ReLATIONS AND FUNCTIONS

0

APC

76.59

86.55

'66.63

The domaPn, "Relations and Functions," reported an average percent
correct of 76.59 percent, a 1.5 percent increase from 1981-82. The
objective, "Using Graphs," had a score of 86.55 percent, over 15 percent
above the total Mathematics test score. Students were provided graphs and
were asked questions related to the information on the graph. For a second
objective, "Using Equations," students were given equations and asked to
calculate the value-of an unknown using the formula. Student performance
was below the domain average, yet reflected an improvement of 1.65 percent
above last year's assessment score in mathematics.

N
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83
GRADE IO MATHEMATICS

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

MEASUREMENT AND
ESTIMATION

OBJECTIVE:

15 Addition and
Subtraction

Average Percent Correct

h.

16 Convert Liquid
and Mass Measure

N = 46,202

20:00 t0.00 6010 80.00' 100.00.

FIGURE 43: Domain Performance: Measurement and Estimation_

MEASUREMENT AND ESTIMATION

APC

0:00

75.12

50.29

This domain, "Measurement and Estithation," (63.00%) reported one
of the lowest scores among the domains and objectives used in the
mathematics assessment Two objectives were used to measure the domain.
One, "Add or Subtractiftasurement," had an average-percent correct of 75.72
pePtkelt, or about 3.4.percent above the total test' score. A second
objective, "Convert Liquid and Mais Measurements," reported the lowest
average percent correct of any objective with 50.29 percent. This reflected
a decrease in the State average percent correct of almost 1 petcent from
the 1981-82 assessment.

67.
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LOUISIANA' STATE :ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-82
GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS

lar Educa ton Na.46,202

Average Percent Correct APC
DOMAIN:

,GEOMETRY

-OBJECTIVE:
41.

l7..Spatial Figures
and Volume

18 ..Perimeter and
Area

.

MERM&MNagaWR

65.72

77.00

54.44

4 I *

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00 100.00

FIG* 44: Domain Perfoimance: Geometry

'GEOMETRY
V

The domain, "Geometry," contained two objectives, both of which required.
students to identify common spatial figures and to dilculate the volume,
perimeter, or area of various geometric figures, The overall performance in
this domain improved only slightly above last year's assessment results:
The domain average percent correct (65.72%) was 5,k percent lower than the
total test average. "Identify Spatial FigurW and "Calculate Volume" had

4 the highest average percent correct with 774.00 percent. This score rifiects
a very slight inerease of'.07 percent from last year's average percent
correct. The objective, "Calculating the Perimeter and Area.,'! was *

considerably lower with 54.44 percent.

1
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM ,1982 83'
'GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS ,

Regular Education

DOMAIN:

PROBLEM SOLVING

OBJECTNE:

19 Banking and
Commission

20 Budgeting and
.

Planning

5.

N 2. 46,202

Average Percent Correct

N*

KgaM,n\AM.IltZW,Z.MYZA,

APC

60.99

20.00 4011200 60.10 80.1 100.00,

FIGURE 45: Domain Performance: Problem Solving

PROBLEM SOLVING
I.

The average F4rcent for this domain was 60.99 percent, or about 10.5

.percent below the total Mathematics test score' of 71.32 percent. This
domain reported a decline in performance by 1 5'percentage, points. Two

objeCtives were used to measure this domain. The objective, "Banking and
C issig0," knc)uded consumer related' problems.. The average,ipercent was

6 7 percent. -A second objective, "Budgeting and Planning" (60.61%), was
st 2 percent lower than the previous year's score. F.oe-,,ttis objective

students were'asked to budget small amounts'of money.

3
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Louisiana State Assessment. Program
A

Figure 46
Annual Comparisons
Grade 10-- 'Reading

4

DOMA N / Objective

.TOTAL TEST SCORE

VOCABULARY

Word, Recognition

Synonyms and Antonyms.

°WORD AT2A'CK SKILLS

Possessive 'and Plurals

Affixes

SEIM 1981. it 1982 1983

...44

0' ' a

APC- I.

77,26
77.66
78.60

ee.A

716901..110832

71.66
72,85

66:02
66.87.989&

82,25
82.47
83,54

78.64
79.14
80.45

"85.68
85.80
86.62

40.00 50.00 60.00 70.00 80.00

It r

00.00'
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Louisiana State Assessment Program
Figure 46 (continued)
Annual COmparis'ons
Grade 10 - Reading

DOMAIN I Objective 198 98 983

COMPREHENSION

Detail

Specific, Information -

Maur Idea

Sequence of Events

Predicts Outcomes

Factual Infcirmation

Propaganda Tec iques

Author's 'Purpose

Drawing Concrions

9fr
STUDY SKILLS

Graphic Materials

Using a Variety of Media

Ref erenCe Sources

Symbols

Reads and .Follows Directions

+i

544 4 o Au sooko

,151. .4/ A.. AK,

e..sa -idella :kik& 4.2iiihre-

>4..

# 4# 14.; z1/4. i Y. + ci4,.. Olko,0".. V 4.

44.44.1.- 4

mutsoO '11

.le, Wawa.. . .4.0114

EMM;;NVAIZ1301
EGINEMENEM

44

34.414.1.

.C.,{,...%At

' 4, ti, ..,. areM4r- : A% Ala-, ow Lei.... .3 0,11 I.,'

,

40.00

a

50.00

.a

60.00 70.00

71

,80.00 90.00

lo '4'

, 63

73.32
73.70
74.87

7748
77.89
78.27

82.80
' 82.95

83.94

75.83
75.98
78.93

- 82.79
MSS
83.68

$0.36
80.55
81.30

`35.80
89.81
70.28

70.88
70.73
71.69

74.02
74.90
75.84

87.58
87.54
69.33

85.82
88.28
$7.15

80.54
80.86
8148

83.89
80

5.05

9442
05.10
95.82

84.79
84.80
86.08

85.08
85.23

4 r *7.10

'100.00



Louisiana State Assessment Program
Figure 47

Annual Comparisons
Grade 10 - Writing

Comparisons betkeen 1982 test results and 1983 test results are not
included because of test revisions. Approximately 25 percent of the
material, was revised and test sontent was "leveled:" That is, some
objectives which mtasufed lower grade level skills were replaced by
objectives at the grade lei.rel tested.
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Louisiana State' Assessment Program
Figure 48

Annual Comparisons
Grade 10 .- Mathematics

DOMAIN Objective EMI 1982 983

TOTAL TEST SCORE 911111111111MINIMIIIIMMIIIMINI

NUMERATION

Rounding Numbers 411111111=11111111=1111111.11

WHOLE NUMBER OPERATIONS

Add and Subtract Integers

___Multip4_ end Divide Integers

FRACTIONS & OPERATIONS

Add and Subtract Fractions

Multiply Fractions

Divide Fractions

DECIMALS I DECIMAL OPERATIONS

Convert Fractions and 'Decimals

Add and Subtract Decimals

Multiply Decimals

Divide Decimals 1111M11111111.M11.11P1111'
Ah..* +.3 1. 1t4001AiiMAZAiti,.'

70.27
71.32

77.99
79.90

77.99
79.90

86.13
.7.21

90.43
91.07

81.83
83.36

64.98
66.86

65.77
67.43

65.68
66.34

sa.rns - -
(14.82

76.06
78.31

68.45
71.25

91.01
92.12

76.67
79.33

68.11
70.153

40.00 50.00 60.00 7Q.00 80.00 90.00 100.00



Louisiana State Assesiment Program
Figure 48 (continued/
Annual Comparisons

Grade 10 - Mathematics

PERCENT-RATIO-PROPORTION

Fra ;bons & Decimals to Percen

Percent to a Number

RELATIONS & FUNCTIONS

Graphs

Equations

MEASUREMENT & ESTIMATION

Addition and Subtraction

. Convert Liquid & Mass Measure

GEOMETRY

Spatial Figures, Volume

Perimeter and Area

PROBLEM SOLVING

Banking and Commission

Budgeting and Planning

40:00 50.00 60.00

74

70.00 80.00 90.00

61.66
62.84

68.73 -
89.26

54.59
56.42

75.03
36.59

85,08
86.55

64.98
66.63

63.30
83.00

75.52
75.72

51.08
50.29

65,58
65.72

77.07
77.00

54:09
5,1.44

62.48'
60.99

82.37
61.37

62.55
60.61

4 0

100.00



Section 111

'Writing Exercise Results for Grades 3, 7, and 10
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REPOR ING PROCEDURES

(Writing xerc i set)

Writing exercises wereassessed by scoring a 5 percent ,sample of student
ting at grades 3, 7, and 10. Louisiana lzessroom teachers were trained

in the Primary Tr'ait Scoring System. This system of scoring writing tests
is an adaptation'of the Primary Trait Scoring System developed by.the
National Assessment of Educational Progress., The,primary traits measured in
the writing exercise assessment were descriptioi, narration, exposition, and
persuasion. For example, to ;produce successfully a descriptive mode of
writing, there are'certain characteristics that must be evidenced and can be
defined. Descriptive writing involves the effective use of modifying
elements and sensory descriptive terms. The writing will be improved with
,dditional elaboration.

The features that will contribute to the successful completion of a
particular. .primary trait must be identified in terms of their importance.
These definitions then become the scoring criteria. The primary trait score
essentially indicates whether or not a sample of writing contains the trait
it must have to accomplish the purpose. The LSAP used the point scale below
to score the sample of writing exercises for primary traits:

0 No response,' illegible response, illiterate response, or
. misunderstood task

1 Writing that is below minimum standards

2 Writing that is.at the.level of minimum standards

'3 Writing that is above minimum standards

For .reporting purposes, all responses receiving a score of two"or three
were reported as "Percent coring at or Above Minimum."

desk
n addition to the primary trait,'the four secondary traits were'also
ibed:

Syntax
Spelling
Capitalization
Punctuation.

These secondary traits were scored separately. The minimum standards
were determined by the standards in the writing document, Bulletin 1502.

The following point scale was used to score the secondary traits:

1 Below Minimum ,

2 Minimum
3 Above Minimum
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WRITING Eitutct sr RESULyS

Grade 3
4

The writing exercise instrument assessed Ihe performance of Louisiana
third grade students in two domains:

I, Descriptions
11. Narration

Three writing exercise items were administered to all students in
gr'ade 3. A 5 percent sample was scored and State level results were
reported% The primary trait, "Narration," had the highest percentage of
students. in the sample scoring at or above the minimum performance level
with 92.09 percent. The primary trait, "DesCription," had the lowest
percentage of students scorirfg at orabove the minimum performance level.

Grade 7

The writing exercise test for the seventh grade students assessed their
performance in two domains:,

I. Narration
11. Exposition

Two writing exercise items were administered to all seventh grade
students. A 5 percent sample was likewise scored and S,tata level results
were reported. Less than half of the seventh grade student scored at or
above the State minimum on both domains. Performance was higher in the
primary trait, "Narration"with 77.94''percent of the sample scoring at or
abovethe minimum performance level. The 'second primary trait,
"Exposition," had slightly over 39 percent of the seventh grade sample
scoring at or above the minimum performance leCe1.

Grade 10

Two domains were used to assess the tenth grade writing exercise section
of the Louisiana State Assessment Program. These were the following:

1. Expoeitioii
Persuasion

it

As in the seventh grade test, two writing exercise items were
administered to all students in the tenth grade. A 5 percent sample was
also scored, and State level.results were reported. The tenth grade sample
showed that students performed considerably higher on the primary trait,
"Persuasion," with over 72.24 percent scoring at or above the minimum
performance level. Again, as seventh grade, the tenth grade scored lower
in the primary trait; "Exposition," with 55.91 percent achieving a score at
or above the minimum performance level.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1913243

GRADE 3 STATEWIDE TOTALS

TRAITS

Primary Trait
DESCRIPTION*

Secondary Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary Trait
SPELLING

Secondary Trait
CARITALEZATION

Secondary Trait
PUNCTUATION

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM I
Percent Scocino at or Above Minimum

1

Percent

M,M4IWAYAMMICOMM

::WzNeattaaatel%'

'20.00 40.100 60.10 80.1 100.00

*Students were asked to use vords to designate location.

FIGURE 49

SUMMARY OF GRADE 3 STUDENT
WRITING EXERCISE - *ITEM 1

69.45

99. 11

98.85

80.56

89.81

Approximately 69 percent,of the students scored on Item 1. at or above
the minimum performance level on the primary trait of "Description." A
higher score was reported for the secondary trait of "Spelling" (99.1%). A

midrange score of 98.8 was recorded for "Punctuation." A lesser percentage
of students scored at or above the minimum performanqp livel on the tr

secondary trait of "Capitalization" (50.51). Overall, the student
performance showed a decrease below last year's writing exercise assessment
on this item. This item was designed to assess hew well' students described.-
the location of a given person, place, or thing using prepositional phrases.

7:3
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TRAITS

LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83

GRADE 3 STATEWIDE TOTALS

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2
Percent Scoring at or Aboye Minimum

Primary Trait'
DESCRIPTION*

Secondary Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary Trait.
,SPELLING

Secondary Trait
CAPITALIZATION

Secondary Trait
PUNCTUATION

-6

IIMMIN1111.11111M11111111111111111111111n

a.wom.W.mma-1.:ww.astmluaRr;

OMOMMAWWW,12MOWEMEMMt

C.\ZMNMIMMMMWOMMletV,ZEM

20.00 40.00 6010 80.00

*Students were asked to use words to describe simple emotions.

FIGURE 50

SUMMARY OF GRADE 3
WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2

Percent

74.79

98.03

9 .99

78.49

96.91

Performance on Item 2 was moderately higher than the previous year.
The primary trait -"Description" (74.8%) and ,secondary traits of "Syntax"
(98.0%) and "Spelling" (99.0%) report an average increase of 3 percent
above last year's performance. "Capitalization" reported 78.5 percent of
the students achieving at or above the minimums Over 96.9 percent of the
students performed at the minimum or above in the secondary .trait
"Punctuation." TOis was a considerable increase of 12.5 percent above last
year's performance on this item.

This item asked students to use words to describe simple emotions.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982783

GRADE 3,STATEWIDE TOTALS.

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 3 44F,

Percent Scoring at or Above Minimum

TRAITS

, Primary Trait
NARRATION*

Secondary Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary'Tra it
SPELL1-11G-

Secondary Trait
CAPITALIZATION

Secondary Trait
PUNCTUATION

, Percent

4 7

92.09

c...*.A.v.....\rts...s\sv.,,...w.ks, 98.78

xmougimmommlwzaMmaumarmem. 98.38

ts,s. -1`. `,:s
72.30

\sstWEA:';1):.i:SVA:Miat,',W.NUN 89.13

201.00 40.00 60.10 80.0I0 00.00

*Students werCasked to write a sentence using given words about a
topic. --

FIGURE 51,

SUMMARY OF GRADE 3.
WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 3'

The number of students performing at "the m4n4Nwm or above" rose
approximately three percentage points for primary &Bit, "Narration"
(92.1%) , and secondary traits, "Syntax" (98.8%) and ."Spelling" (98.4%) above
last year. "Capitalization" (72.3%) and "Punctuation" (89.1%) had a 6
percent increase in the number of students scoring At or above minimum over
the- 1981-82 writing.exercise assessment. The primary trait in this item'
emphasized writing sentences about a river using the,words "boat" and
"fish."
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSE

TRAITS

Primary Trait
NARRATION*

SMENT PROGRAM 498243

GRADE 7'STATE I DE TOTALS

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM
:Percent Sioring at or Above Minim..

Secondary Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary Trait
SPELLING

Secondary Trait
CAPITALIZATION

SecondaryTrait
PUNCTUATION

IIIIIIIIIIMI11111111111111111111NIIIIIIIIIIININ-I

ISHM,M,',V "N. AO

kans.,,WaRvagvamw.

Percent

77.94

71.71

0.6o

70.37

201.00 40.00 - 6010 80.00

*Students were asked to write endings foe :stories.

FIGURE 52

A

SUMMARY OF GRADE '7 STUDENT
WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM I

-1
00,00

87.59

matic-increase was reflected in the number of students scoring at
or above the minimum on the primary tropit,'"Narration". (77.9%) ih Atem t\of
the grade 7 Writibg Assessment. However, three. secondary traits: "Syntax*
(71.7%), "Spelling" (0.6%) and "Capitalizatioq" (70.4%) report lower
performance than the previo0s Writing Assessment. The percent of students
achieving "at or above the Oinimum" on the secondary trait, "Punctuation"
07.6%), was 42.2 percent hpgher than the percent of sludenti on the 1981-82
assessment.

. For this item, students were asked to-write a story based on to

pictures.
0
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'LOUtSIANA.STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 1982-83

GRADE 7 STATEWIDE TOTALS
a

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2
\' Percent Scoring at or Above Minimum

. TRAITS

Primary Trait
EXPOSITION*

Secondliry Trait
S YNT'A

Secondary Trait
SIVELtING

Secondary-Trait
'CAPITALIZATION

Secondary Trait:..
PUNCTUATION

L.

Pircent

20.00 401.00 6o o 8000 100.00

*Students were asked to write a topic sentence an
expository paragraph of three to five srtences....

MIME 53

SUMMARY OF GRADE 1 STUDENT
WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2

39.17

444.6t

64).:24

71.33

60.82

velop a short

The overall performance for this item has been consistent7 lower than
the other item. However, some improvement was reported for the primary
trait, "Exposition" (39.2%), up from 35.1 percentfthe secondary trait,
"Spelling" (64.2%), about1.3 percent higher; "CapOblizatiori"
higher' by three percent; and "Punctuation" (60.8%). A decrease in the
numbersof students achieving a minimal level of performance was ceported on
the secondary trait of "Syntax." The percentage of students fell from 83.8
percent achieving the minimum in 1981-82 to 44.6 percent achieving this
fear.

The grade 7 Item 2 asked students to read a*given paragraph discussing
the impact of television on society as d to write their ideas about it based
on their opinion. The primory trait was measured by specifically asking
,students to write a topic sentence and develop a short expository paragraph
of three to five sentences.
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LOUISIANAATATE ASSESSMENT pROGRAN.1982:83

S

TRAITS

Primary Trait
EXPASITION*

Secondary Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary Trait
.SPELLING

SeConary Trait
CAPITALIZATION

Secondary Trait
PUNCTUATION

:GRADE 10 STATEWIDE TOTALS,

,,. WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 1
Percent Scoring at or Above AiniatUm

4

ff2W-1W.N.ANW"VMdt%*
tv

0

PSNOWNMCMWMMENAN

Percent

us N.

to

55

616

6I.2D

44.71

. .4;F.

4 .5 21.

"f.
f -t

r.
I,

20.00 '40.00 60.00 80.0Q 100 OD

*Students were asked to write.
(recipes, directions) .

paragraph explakOn0 a Oro s

FIGURE 54

-SUMMARY OF GRADE 10 mporr
WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 1

The percentage of studen scoring at oe.a0eov the In'Irkiinum pip °mance
.

level of Item 1 on the primary trait orexposition*was '5.9; eicent or ,

1.0-111about 3 percent lower than last,Year's performance. .Alt, itt_

secondary traits, "Syntax" (61.2 %) , "Spelling"-4 (444V, 'capitayzation"
(70.5%), and "Punctuation" (65.2%); reflected an increai4k:oramoteragi o
about 2 percent above the 1381-82 Writing Assessment on this item.4%

In.this.item, students were given short story about getting a . t f
2
at,

,
:.

tif4. The questions ask' the, studenii to,describe the process .of changing ,:4,

the tire. : ,

41.
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LOUISIANA STATE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM' 1982-83

GRADE 10 STATEWIDE TOTALS

WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2
Percent coring at or Above Minimum

TRAITS

IForimary Trait
PEIVIJASION*

5,econdarY'Trait
SYNTAX

Secondary, Trait
SPELLING

Secondary Trait
CAPITALIZATION

Secondary.Trail-
PUNCTUATION

tt

J.

I

t t

.1111111111111

MVR,'ZiStM:a;.S:M.sti

s'

Percent
9

20 b00 '60 .1)0 80.00 100.00

*Stug6nts were asked to.express a viewpoirlt, using three tofive
supporting' ideas (i.e., cite opinions or facts).

FIGURE'59

SUMMARY OF GRADE 10
'WRITING EXERCISE - ITEM 2

1

The primafy trait on Item '2 measures "Persuasion." The pei-cent of
students achieving at, or above the minimum performance level was 72.2
percent, or about 12 percent lower than last year. For this trait, students
gee asked to expresi a viewpoint, using three'to five supp items. .0
The secondary trait, "Syntax" (69.4%), reported a 2 percent. ease. The
remaining three secondary traits reported the lowest percentage ,sCorini at
or above the minimums. "Spelling" (27.8%) improved from last yeir's percent
of 22..4 and 38.0, respectively. The secondary trait of "Punctuation" had
the lowst percentage of students with 12.8 percent. .

.t.,s a.Thks item -asked the studentss,to compose a letter convinciI an employee.
to hire them for a job. Both facts and opinions.were to be usd.

. r
J '

39.14

12.28
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INTRODUCTION

This section is devoted to a litting of the technical aspects,of the
State 'Assessment,Tests. Table 7_contains descriptive information concerning
the total tests. Reported in the table are number of examinees, means,
standard deviations, standard errors of measurement, and KR-20's for the
total tests. Table 9 contains descriptive statistics for each grade 7
domain tested. Tenth grade domain performance is,summarized in Table 16. 4

Data. concerning objective' revel performarice for grade 7 in each subject are
reported in Tables 10-12. For grade 10, objective livel performance data
are contained in Tables 17-19. Th'i distribution of item pointbiserials is.

reported for the total test, domain, and objective levels in Tables 13 and
14 for the seventh grade test and in Tables 20 and 21 for the tenth grade
ttest. KR-20s for grade 7 re contained in Table 8 and KR-20s for grade 10
are shriven in Table 15.

PSYCHOMETRIC PROPERTIES OF THE 1982-83 READING; WRITING; AND
.

MATHEMATICS ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENTS

Testing instruments such as those used in the 1982-83 Reading, Writing,
and Mathematics Assessment must have certain psychometric properties if
appropriate decisions or inferences are to be made on the basis of the
measures obtahled. The most Importbnt properties are reliability and
validity and to a lesser d6gree, the discrimination power of items.

Nature of CriterIon-Referenced Measurement

The Louisiana Assessment. of Reading, Writing, and Mathematics was
constructed following the philbsophy of criterion7?eferenced measurement.
Criterionneferenced tests are constructed to perM1X the interpretation of
individual and group test scores in relation to. a clearly defineCdomain of
content. Normreferenced tests, on the other hand, areprincipally
constructed to facilitate the comparison of individuals (or,geoupsrmith.
respect to the performainte of 'a norm group pn the content measured .by the
.test (Hambleton and Signor, 1979). The content domain can be specified by
defining the obiectiveswithin the curriculum to be perorme'd by the'
individual. ,Measurements are taken on samples,of objectives drawn fftm the
domain, and such measurements are referenced directly to the clOmain. The
differencesbetween criterionreferAnced and normreferenced tests can be
found by.examining (a) the purpose for which the test is constructed,
(b) the manner in which it was constructed, (c) the specificity of
information .Yieded about the objectives in the curriculum area, (d). the
generalization of test perfOrmance,information to the domain, and (e) the
use to be made'of the test' information obtained. .

Criterionreferenced tests are specifically designed to provide data
that are directly interpretable from the domain of content covered by th

jtest. The purpose is to assess an individual's status with respeci_to t e,
content. There is no reference to other individuals (norm'groups).

Item construction in criterion referenced assessment is.concerned with
making the item an accurate refl tion of the desired behavior.: Easy or
difficult, indiscriminate or discriminate, the most important Consideration
is to construct the- item to represent the behavior specified. The norm

\
referenced test item must, by design, discriminate to promote variant
scores. Items that are very easy or very hard are eliminated because they
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?lo not produce variability.

Differences between norm:4ferenced and criterionreferenced measures
can sometimes be determined by examining the specificity of the information
that, can be ,obtained. In criterionreferenced assessment, the iriformation'
to be provided must be in relation to the domain of objectimes f the
specified curriculum. Thus, 'the objectives reflect relevant ta 'hat must
be measured by the desired behavior and the criterion.

The criterionreferenced test must be related to the domains that the
test was designed to measure. It is not uncommon for a sequence of 'skilts
desired for mastery to become quite long over'a short period of time.
Therefore,, the test must be constructed ip order to generalize from
strategica ly chosen items that are a representaqve sample.of

4
,the total

domain.

Any ssessmeWshould provide information upon which decisions can be
made. Decisions about'an individual and about instructional progress can be
made from criterionreferenced tests. Normreferenced tests.facilitate
comparisons among Lndividuals. Very little can be said about an
instructional p ogram from i,norm referenced:measure.

The cr rionreferent test can be used to determine whether a
learner has maste-Fe7d certaih skills and concepts. It can also be used to
determine whether a group of learners has mastered certain skills and
concepts, and ,therefore, to provide a basis for decision making regarding
the:efficacy of the instructional program.

Reliability
.

.

"Test reliability" stay be defined as the consistency with which a test,
or its set of scored responses, measures some trait=or set' of behavior for a
group of examinees. ='Reliability is a characteristic of a test only when .

applied td a specific group of examinees. The reliability-of a test can be
summarized in a statistic"called a reliability coefficient. Correlating'
scores on parallel or equivalentsforms of the test yields a reliability.m
coefficient of the equivalence of the items. Correlating'scores'froM two
administrations of the test yields a.reliabRity coefficient ;;;.fthe =
stability.of the test scores. 'Correlating scores from 'halve of the test or
use of the Kuder=1 Richardson'formila.(Formula KR-20 or4KR,1) yields a -----"'

reliability, coefficient of the internal consistency of the test items. :

Generally. speaking, the more appropriate the test is o'the range of
abilities among examinees and the wider that range, the ,I.arger the '4
,r4OPility of the 'test (Ebel, 1972). ,' /1,

I' *: . . ,
1

4 we, $.

Note, however, that -the KR-20 formula is dependent,on, the range
abilities in the examinee. griouti.,, It is often the casetthat tile rang
performance on a criterionreferened test is not ,very '-wide. Jn thi case,
KR-20s will be lower than in the case where She.ranie of scores ,is great.

A statistic generally invariant across sampled is IheisAindard errorOf
measurement (Lord and Novick,. 1968) standatd error b.fMeasurement.
,gives an i- ndication of the preciskon'6?4*ostscores: A useful. (alti)ough. %not

completely accurate) way of interpreting the standard er-ror.of measurement
is astfollows: Use an examinee's test score and the standard' error of
measurement to set'up a band around, the test score. Suppose, for example,
that an examinee had obtained a score. of 57 on a test for which the standard,
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error of measurement was 2., This could be interpreted to mean thatthere
are two chances out of three that the person's -true score (if measurement
were perfect) is between 55 and 59.

Both KR-20s and standardrarrors of measurement were used o estimate
the reliability of the scores'OPtained in the 1981-82 assessmenv:"
'Reliability coefficients and standard errors of measurement for total test

4Cores can be found in Table 7.

Note that all KR-20s are greater than .900jor the "Total Tests." This
indicates that the items which constitute each of the State Assessment tests
are consistent -in'the achievement area they meaiure.

The standard errors of measurement reported in Table 7 range from 2.670
to 3.775. These standard-.errors of measurement are in the general range
found on other criterioneeferenced tests of similar. length.

Table '8 and .Table 15 contain the frequencies of the KR-20s by domain
apd objective for each subject area.

KR-2.0s for domains and objectives in each grade are reported in Tables
9-12 for grade 7 and Tables 16-19 for grade 10. The KR-20s for domains and
objectives are, as expected,' lower than the total test KR-20i. This
reflects the fact that the domain and objective KR-20s are based on fewer
items than the onesbased on the total tests. -

A

Item Discrimination

A second important technical quality of a test is the ability Of its
item's to discriminate among individuals of high and low,l.chievement as
determined by total test scores. T index used to measure this ability of
Louisiana Readings Writing, and athe antics Assessment items was the point
biserial correlation. 1.

The point biserial provides an indication of wpether or not an item is
functioning as it is intended. Point biser'ia)s greater than zero indicate
that high scoring examinees are getting the item correct more often than low
scoring examinees. This is, of course, the desired condition. Negative
point biserials indicate iteres Which lower ability students are more likely
to answer correctly than highability examinees. Point biserials do,
however, depend on testscore,varia101ity. 'Since'crrterionr-referenced test
scores often do not extqbit substantial variability (particuarly at the
domain or objective. level where the Umber of items is sma0), point
biserials and corrected point bisprials mus.t:be interpreted with caution;
low Or even negative point biserials may be a'reflection of lack of test
score variability rather than'an indication of poor item,quality. Tables
13 and 14 and iBiand 21 p vide information regarding-the distribution of
point biserials on Dye 198 83 assessment on the grade 7 and grade 10 tests
respectively:

Point blserials on short tests (such as tfte fout ttem objective -

groupings.) tend to,be inflated to some extent becduse,of the partwhole
relatiohship when an item is correlated with the 'total' test score. ..This
relationship explains the generally higher pOint biserials found for domains
and objectives than fonyttp total lest.

72"

44"

4.
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Validity

Since validity includes reliability and item discrimination power, most
measurement specialistsconsider this quality the most important technical

characteristic of a test. While validity involves reliability, the reverse
is not necessarily true. That is, a test can be highly reWable without

being valid.

GerlrallygSpeaking, the vaLidity of a test is the degree to willich it

.
measures whatever it was designed to measure. The type of validity of
pripary concern in criterion referenced' tests such as-the Louisiana Reading,
Writing,and Mathematics Asseisment is'content validity. This type of
valtdtty is concerned with the adequacy of sampling a specific universe of
content. Stated another way, content validity is the adequacy with which
test items sample the-behavior specified by the domain or one of its
'subordinate: objectives.

Cohtent validity does not 1;lid itself readily to quantification.
.Accordingly, the content validation of the Louisiana Reading, Writing, and
Mathematics Asessment instruments was based on critical judgment.
:Judgmental data were provided by teachers, content area specialists, and

measurement specialists. TWo types Of judgments were sought, namely:

1. A consensus as to the objectives involving demonstration
of minimal skills deemed necessary and relevant to
beginning eighth. and eleventh gradi"Lbuisiana student
pdpulations, and

2. A.consenAus on the adequacy of the test items as measures
of the sli 1 1 s which they were constructed to measure.

PREDICTION OFi RANGES OF EDUCATIONAL EXPECTANCY

The l_ouisiana Department f Education is required to report the
'performlance tifjosch parish'in reiation,1p the-demographic variables that
chsrapteri th&e tparish. For the 1982-83 Louisiana .State Assessment Program
thtse repirts were generated usTng.multiple regression teclIkiques. The
process.110 which the multiple regression was,used'to gerierate the reports is

explainer,in this section. A unique range was predicted for each.pariih,at
each grade level (7 or 10) 1n each of the subject areas of reading, writing,
andimathismatics.. .(See Tabres,24-26.)

40

Overview

It it well knovin that'academic-achievement is influenced primarily by,

two faptors: the qua'iity of educational services provided and the social

and e5oAomic bickgrounds of the studentt. These factors may be Called
school and nonschoorfactors. Many school factors are ccm,trorlable,)but

-`most nonschool fkctors'Cannot,be controlled.
. . %

Test scores 'alone do not Irovidt' information about the' relative impact

of sOdol'and nonschool factors,ori student ach'vement. For this reason, Pt.
weultl:134 irrpropriate to judge the quality of educational services providsd

by,a school" system on the basis of test.tcpres aibhe. ,

.

. 1
.

.
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The Louisiana Department of EducatiOn, in'accordance with itf
legislative.mandate,* is,Seeicing to provide school systems with a more
realistic picture of the real impact of school factors on student
achievement.

Using statistical techniques to adjust for these predetermined,
nonschool factors, the Louisiana E4t partment of Education developed a range
of educational expectancy scores for each skill area and each test grade
within each districts Simply stated, the expected range represents the
upper and lower limits within which a district's mean score is expected to
fall, given the socioeconomic and racial/ethnic makeup of its student
population. Districts whose test score means fall within their expected
ranges can be said to be as effective as the average district in the State
with similar student opmpositions.

Of course, expected ranges can neverbe perfectly accurate. Every--
district has a different mix of students,, and the factors affecting
individual studentpperformance are almost limitless. To attempt to identify
all-the factors that affect student achievement would be an impossible task.
On the other hand, when data are averaged across units as large as a school
system. very distinct patterns do emerge. These patterns make possible
rather accurate expectations about aggregate test scores.

Statistical Concepts Related to Expected Ranges

Multiple Regression Analysis

Student characteristics that affect achievement, but cannot Oe altered
or controlled by .school systems, are referred to as "background variables."
An example of a background variable is a student'-s socioeconomic status,
Multiple regression analysis is a statistical procedure that provides
estimates of the relative importance of background variables in influencing
student achievement. These estimates are often called "weights." TheSe

..background characteristics and their respective weights may be combibed to
roduA an expected achievement score for that school system. Ideally,
i.e., if achievement testing were an exact science or totaijy free of error,
this expected score would represent a standard to which a school district
could compare its performance.

Expected Range

Multiple regr ign analysis is extremely precise. Unfortunately,
achievement test iirsomewhat less precise, so that average scores,,
whether actual or expected, are subjectrtb a degree of "error of
measurement:" Therefore, no achievement test scores are perfectly accurate.
For this reason, an expected range so? scores is reported, rather thin a
simple expected score. The error associated with an expected range can'be
precisely controlled by choosing a range of a given width. The width of the
expected range on each district report was chosen to account for 99 percent
of the uncertainty inherent in the expected scores. In other words, if .the
district's average test score falls within the expected range, the chances

* Act 621 of 1977, R.S. 17:391.1 17.391.10.

*. k
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are 99 out'of 100 that the district's score is average-for similar

districts. Conversely, if the the district's test score falls outside the
expected range, there is only one chance in a hundred that the district's
test performance is, in fact average for districts with Similar student
background characteristics.

Background Variables

The Louisiana,State Assessment Program collected and analyzed data
regarding the background characteristics of student populations. As stated

earlier--; these characteristics, or background variables, are def, ined'-as

factors'ihat are related to student achievement but are not under the direct
contro' of instructional or administrative personnel. Variables used in,the
multiple regression analyses include mother's and father's educational
attainment, mot er.'s and father's occupation, and race/ethnicity of student.

The educational impact of the above factors varies slightly from skill
-to.skill and from grade to grade. Therefore, the expected ranges are
computed uniquely for each skill area and grade.

The values for these variable's were obtained from the answer sheets.
The decision to include or exclude a background variable was made on the

basis of statistical criteria designed for this purpose. That is, a
variable was included if it significantly improved the reliability of
expected score ranges.

Additional Considerations In Interpreting Expected Ranges

Two further considerations should be taken into account in the inter
pretation of the Louisiana State AssessmenfProgram results. First, the

tests do not measure all the.goals of Louisiana's educational programs or

those of each .district. Only basic skills in reading, writing, and mathe
matics were assessed. Although the tests are comp hensive, not every skill

can be tested in the time available. -therefore, capclusions should be ,

limited to the specific subjects and skills tested, rather than to the

entire curriCulum:

Second, expected ranges provide relative stande'rdS for coMparisbn, and
actual score's desCrike average performance within a 'district. The fact that

a district's actual mean score is higher than its expected range does not
signify that all the students in that district have mastered the. basic

skills. Nor does it mean that all oethe students have achieved at a level

reflected in the mean score. It means only.thatthe average student in the
district hes performed at.a higher liVel than his or her counterpart in

similar districts.

Aggregation of Statistics at the District Level

Reports were produced for each school district by aggregating both test

scores and demographic data at the school district level, Test scores were

, avenaged within each district. Those demographic statistics that were

occlihal (parents' educational Attainment in years, number of siblings) were

,-' also averaged within each district. Nominal (categorical) variables
1.(parents' occupation, ethnicity, .sex) were coded on an ordinal ,scale for

each district. This was done by expressingAhe percentage.of examinees in

each district who fell into each category foe the variable. For, example,

fathers' occupation was represented at the district level by two. statistics:
.
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the percentage of examinees whose fathers held professional/managerialtype
jobs, and the percentage of examinees whose fathers held skilled or semi
sk0 illed lobs.

Generation of Expected, Ranges

To determine, empirically the independent influence of the demographic
.factors on achievement ineach of the three skill areas at each of the two
grade levels tested, six analyses were performed.

Because statistics from a large school district are more reliable than
those from a small,district, each_ district's test scores were weighted in
proportion to the number of students in that school who took the test in
question. These weighted scores for each skill area within each grade,were
regressed on the recoded demographic variables. The regression 'analyses
produced six sets of regression coefficients, or weights, corresponding to
the two grades and three subject areas. These weights are measures of the
relative importance of each demographic variable in accounting for variance
in test scores.

Finally, an expected average test score was generated for each skill
area at each grade "level using a formula of the form:

Expected Mean = Intercept + (coefficient A x variable A)-
+ (coefficient 8 x variable 8).
+ (coefficient C x variable C), etc,

The actual formulas employed are found in .Tables 22 and 23.

To produce a range of 'expectancy, a 99 percent confidence band was
constructed around each expected mean score. The meaning of this band may
be expressed as follows: The average district whose student demographics
are described by a given set of percentages will have-a mean test score
within the bounds of the confidence band 99 out of 100 times. In other
words,,the chances are only one,out of 100 that a district whose mean test
store falls outside this, confidence band is performing at an average level,
given the particular composition of its examinees. Essentially, the'expected
range allows one to infer how a district"s.eXaminees are performing relative
to all the other districts in the State, by simulating a ,situation in which
every district has an examinee population of identical demographic
composition.

9 2
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Table 7

STANDARD ERRORS OF MEASUREMENT AND KR-20'S .

TOTAL TEST SCORES
YEAR 1982-83

Grade .Subject N*
Standard Error
of Measurement

KuderRicha'rdson
Formula No. 20

1 Y.

7 Reading 2,87f 2.1)36 .966
7 Writing 2,872 2.514 .951
7 Mathematics 2,872 3.631 .962

10 Reading 2,469 3.1,201 .971
10 Writing 2;469 2.963 .962
10 Mathematics 2;469 3.598 .972

* Statistics for these analyses are based on a 5 percent sample.

Table 8
2 ,

Grade 7*'
FREQUENCY OF KUDER RICHARDSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS

CORRELATION
RANGE

READING
N=2,872

WRITING
N=2,872

MATHEMATICS
N=2,1172

Lower kipper Domain Objective Domain. Objective Domain Objective

.90
-.80
.70
.60
.50
.40
.30
.26
.10
.00

.99

.89

.79

.69

.59

.49-

.39

.29

.19

.09

2

1

it.

-

-
AM.

..

5
9
4
-

.111.

2

2

...1

1

2

3
6
1

1

2

3

1

1

1

`WM'

4

6

7
2 sa

* Statistics for these analyses are based on a 5 percent sample.
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Table 9

-Descriptive Statistics for the Grade 7
Louisiana State Assessment Program 1982-83

Do Mains*

Subject Domain

Reading
'Reading
Reading
Reading

Writing-
Writing
Writing
Writing

Mathematics
Mathematics

Mathematics

Mathematics

Mathematics

Mathematics

Mathematics

Mathematics
,Mathematics

Vocabulary
Phonetic Analys
Comprehension
Study Skills

Spelling
Capitalization
Punctuation

s

Language Structure'

NUmeration
Whole Number.
Operations
Fractions and
Operations
Decimals and
Decimal Operations

Percent, Ratio, *
and Proportion"

Relations and
Functions

Aeasuremerit and
.Estimation
Geometry
Problem Striving ,

No. of
Itemis Mean

.

8 6.54
8 5.89

28 21.82
16 14.17

16 12.98 '
-8 3.47
8 3.59
20 1,5.32

8 5.61
8 6.62

16 '11.06

8 5.93,

12 6.04

4 ,3.12

3.20

-4 2.27
12 6t79

Stan. Stan. Error
Dev. Measurement KR-20

2.02 0.886 .Cis.-799

2.39 0.908' 0.824
6.48 1.860 0..522
3.3), 0.997 0.907-

.66' 1.312

.86 0.958
1.89 0.956

.4.89 t 1.586

2.3'7 "1..49
1.94 g1877

4.71

2.10

3.424

1.2 5

1.124

1.265
3.639

1.470

1,06)

1.485

0.654

0,658

0.881
14 418

0.874
0.751
0.738
0.897

0.741-
0.731

0.900

0.706

0.1308

0.524,

0.428

0.341
0.837

*Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample of approximately
5 percent of the. students tested.'
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Table 10

-Descriptive Statistics for the 0rile 7'
Louisiana State Assessment Ptogram 19p2,43*,

Reading Objectives**

Stitt`. Stan. Error L.

-Objective \Alme Measurement KR-20
40!

= .

VOCABULARY
Words Controlled by.R 3.68 0.75 0.453 0.637
cbangee,the Final Y 3.67 .0-79 0.437 0.698
Vetbs with ING' 3.68 :0.j75 0.453 0.637
1460iday Words andSeasOns 3.67 0/79 0.437 0.698

PHONtT1C,ANA&SIS
Final Cobsonants 3.92 0.32 0.254 0.391
Long Vowels 3.85 0.42 0.300 0.492

COMPREHENSION
Interprets Meaning of Words 4 3-91 0.40 0.265 0.559
Interprets Meaning of a Phrase 3.90 0.42 0.276 0.574
Interprets Meaning of a Sentence 3.86 0.46 0.552 0.474
Story Detail . 3.62* 0.78 o.;06 0.608
Story Sequence 3.60 0.90 0.466 0.733
Main ,Idea 3.57- o.86 0.520 0.635

STUDY SKILLS
Alphabetizes to the First Letter 3.64 0.74 0.504 0.537
Follows Directions `5.84 '0.51 0.339 0.561
Locates Various Topics 3.69 0. 0.461 0.608
Picture Dictionary 3.94 0.'n 0.461 0.683

*Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample of approximately
5 percent of the students tested.

**All objectives were measured by four items.
oly
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Table 11

Descriptive Statistics for th rade 7
Louisiana State Assessment Program 1982-83*

Writing Objectives**

a

Objective Mean
Stan.
Dev.

Stan. Error
Measurement KR-20

SPELLING 11.

Words Controlled by R 3.41 1.05 0.557 0.704
Change the Final Y 3.23 .1.13 . 0.635 0.598
Verbs with ING 3.16 . .1.10 0.692 0.549
Holiday Word, and Seasons 3.19 1.04 0.710 0.501

CAPITALIZATION
lt.10Names of Language, People, etc. 3.35 0.568 0,662

,Heading, Salutation, and Closing of Letter 3..12 0.99. 0.765 0.432

PUNCTUATION..
Period 3.23 1.08 0.667 . 0.532
Apostrophe with Contraction 3.22 1.09 0.663 0.592 ,

LANGUAGE STRUCTURE
Negative Statements 2.62,_ 1.57 0.618 0.801
Demonstrative Statements 3.26 1.13 0.615 0.618
Inflectional Ending 3.31. 1.08 0.612 0.585

,Combine Sentences 2.91 1.23 017)1 0.652
Change Statements 3.22. 1.32 0.508 00)1.786

*St4tistics reported.in this table,are based Jia. sample of approximately
5.percent of the students tested.

ti

**All objectives were measured by four items.

;*

a'

CS



Ar.

t.

-i
Table 12

\'

Descriptive Statistics foi-the Grade 7
Louisiana State` Assessment Pr6gram 1982-83*

Mathematics Objectives**
a

Objective -Mean
Stan.
0ev.

Stan.. .Error

Measurement KR-20

AMOIERATION . .

Place Value 2.37 1.46' 0.760 0.624
Rounding Numbers N .78 1.27 0.773 . 0:427

Ato

WHOLE NUMBER OPERATINS
Addition and Subtraction 3.49 0.99 0414 0.395
Division 3,.13 1.19 0.661 0.473

FRACTIONS AND OPERATIONS
Rename Fractions 2.8 0.738 :0 :533
Add Fractions .34 0.674. 0.594'
4ubtract FractionS' 2 1.. 1.49 0.614 0.698
Multiply-Fractions 2.51 1.45 0.742 8.601

DECIMALS AND DECIMAL OPERATIONS
Add and Subtract Decimals 3.35 1.11 0.561 0.483
Multiply Decimals -. 2.58 1,.29 0.814 0.425

4

PERCENT, RATIO, AND PROPORTION
Changing Percents and Decimals 2.11 1.27 0%8916 0.400
Changing Fractions and Percents 2.21 L.53 0.730 0.664'
Percent of a Number' -1.72 '1.35 0.836 0.437

RELATIONS AND FUNCTIONS ,. .,..

Graphs 3.12 1.22 0.654, 0.524
.

MEASUREMENT AN ESTIMATION
Time And Temperat re 3.20 1.12 0.658 0.428.

1, it

GEOROFRY
Perimeter and Are 2.27 1.27 0.881 0.341

PROBLEM SOLVING
Two-step Word Problems 2.33 1.43 0.770' 0.572
Money 2,45 1.4i 0.77W 0.536
Averages 2.01 1.50 0.76b 0.599

*ttatistics reported in this table a,,ased..on a saMple.of approximately
5 percent of the students tested::

**All objectives were measured by four items,

* I
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Table 13

"-trade 7.
FREQUENCY OF CORRECTED POINT OISERIAL CORRELATION COEFtIENTS'

TOTAL TEST

CORRELATION
RANGE

Lower Upper
READING
N=2,814

,

WRITING
1,0,2,872

MATHEMATICS
N=2,872

.90

.80

.70

40
.30

..20
.10
.00

, .99
.89

.79
%69
.59
.49
'.391

.29

.19

.09

timmwm.

24

12

1

1

16
21

,: 12
-2

4010

9
41

21

5
tlEmm.

,.immimmt

* Statistics for the Mathematics' test are b
5 percent of the students tested.

t
Sr

ed on a sample of approximately
I
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,crable P.

Grade 7
'FREQUENCY OF CORRECTED POINT EliSERCAL CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS
A DOMAIM*

CORRELATION'
RANGE

Lower Upper
READING

. Nim2,872

WRITING
Nar2,872

MATHEMATICS
iFE2,872

.90 1.99

.80 :89

.70 .79 '-

.60 .69

.5o .59 .

.40 .1ts

.30 .39

.20 -.29

.10 .19'

.00 .09

.

4 11M.

3_
12 6 8

32 . 28
24- 16 22
4 2 ,

4.1.01. 2

larim.

A
1.

*'Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample of approxjmately
5 percent of the students tested.

4.

A

-99

s
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Table 15
Grade 10* I ....

FREQUENCY OF kUDER RICHARDSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS

CORRELATION
RANGE_

`READING
N-2,469

.WRIT1NG
.41=2,469

MATHEMATICS
_11-14,2:465

ower . tipper Domain Objective Domain Objective Domain Objettive

.90.

.80

.7o

.60

.99 2

.89 1

.79 i-

'..69

-
2 ,

1

3
1

-
'5

2

3
4-

. 1_

12

.5(4 .59 8 _

.40 .49

.30 .3,9 1111M Sal

,.20 .29 1 .t-
.10 ..)9 Bse.

.00 .o9

* Statistics repotted in this table are based on a sample of apprpximately
5 percent of the students tested.

1
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Table 16
4

Descriptive Vtatistics-for the -Grade 10- .

Louisiana St*teAssessment PrOgram 1982-83

Domains*

*Subjecf
No. of

Domain Items Mean
Stan. Stan. Error,
Day.. Measurement KR-20

Read i ng

'Reading
Reading
Reading

.

Writing
Wriling
Writing
Writing
Wriging

Mathematics
Piathematics

Mathematics

Mathematici

Mathematics

Mathematics

Vocabulary
Word Attack Skills
CoMprehension .

Study Skills

Spelling
Capitalization
Punctuation
Language Structure
'Orianizati4on

11,-

Numeration
Who NUmber

p. Operations
Fractions and
Operations

Decimals and
Decimal Operations

Mathematics ,,

aPC
Mathealfcs
Mathematics,

'Percent, Ratio,
and Proportion
Relations and
functions

Measurement and
Estimation

Geometry .

Probleni Solving

8
8

6.26,
5.31

2.20-

2.26-
20 16.38 5.03.
36 25.26 9.16

12 9.27 -3.07
12 .29 '3.08 ,

16 10.96 4.36.-
16 '40.18 3.80,
4 2..93 192 L.

4 2.99 1.36
3 8 6.50 '2.26

i2 7.46 1b8

16- 11.63 4.47

8 4.46 2.41

8 5.1110 2:38

-8 14 469 2.37

4.91 248
8 4.57 2.61

.

0.929 0.812
1:146 0.742

.1.339 .

2.314 0.941

1.201 .L0.849

0.857 0.914
1.554 0.88 l
1.729\ 0.831
0.634 0.744

.0.857
0:838, 0.839

0.838 *,0.839

1.43,3 0.902

1.177 0.764

1.008. 0.825

1.189 0:768

1.242, -"'104762

1.124 .0.805

*Statistiss reported in 'this table ere based on a sample of approximately
5 percent of the students tested.

c

97.



Table. 17

Descriptive Statistids for the Grade 10
Louisiana State, Assessment Program 1982 -83*

Reading ObjectiVes**

Objective Mean
Stan.
Dev.

Stan. Error
Measurement, KR-20

VOCABULARY
Word Recognition 2.72 1.25 9.800 9.527
Synonyms and Antonyms 2.59 1.26 .0.831 0.568

WOOD ATTACK SKILLS
.

Posessives and Plurals , 3.02 1.23 0.699 0.625
Affixes , 3.24 121.7 0.602 0.670

".... ' 1

COMPREHOISION
Detai4 , 2.95 1.23 0.723 0.596
Specific Information . 3.17 :'.1.16 0.658 0.615
Main Idea . i 2.90 1.15

,

0.790 0.566
Sequence of Events . 2.37 1.30 0.857 0.507
Predicts Outcomes , 3.06 1.22 .0.684 '0.621
Factual Information 2.67 1.21 0.834 0.547
Propaganda Techniques' 2.71 1.30 0.777 0.584
Author's Purpose , 2;83 1,27, 0t753 '0.606
Dtaying Conclusions 2.60 ,1.28 0.815 0.584

STUDY SKILLS
Graphic Materials . 3.06 1.23' 0.676 0.640
Using,a.Variety of Media 3.23 1.16 0.622 0.659
Reference Sources 3.59 1.05 0.353 0.798
Symbols , 3:23 1.13 0.63..4 0.656
'Reads and Follows Directions 3.27 1.21 0.555 0.724

4 .

1.

*Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample of approximately;
5 percent of the student's tested..

**All objectives were measured by four items.

<
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'Table 18
' 1

Descriptive Statistics for the Grade 10
Louisiana.State Assessment Program 1982-83*

*,

Writing Objectives**'

Objecve

;SPELLING
Plural Forms_of NOuils
Words Containing "1E" and "Ely
Three. or More Syllables

CAPITALIZATION'
Proper Nouns and Adjectives
Titles and Persons
Capitilizes Titles ,

PUNCTUATiON''
Quotation Marks
Apostrophe
Commas.i.n Phrases and Clauses,
Commas with Nonessential Elements

ALANG E STRUCTURE I

4rttence fragRents
un-On Sentences .

Classify and Build Sentehges
Object Pronouns.

ORGANIZATION
ning

Stan. Stan.-Error
Mean Oev, Measurement KR-20

,

/ 2.76 1.19 0.821 0.1;53,,

3.18 1.i6 0.646- 0.627
3.33 1.13 ., 0.563 0.677

t'3.36 1.13 0.543 0.679
3.36 1.14 0.532 0.695
3.57 1.08 0.350' 0.789

4.1

2.60 1.45 0.716 0 743
2.42 :1.41 0.783 0.687
2.99
2.95

1.26
1.29,

0,693
'.'0.747

0:688
.0.619

3.11 ).30 0.601 0.756
2.66 1.39 0.734 0.704

.,-1 .70 1.08 0.956 0.262
1.12 - 0.86; 0.573

2.93 1.39 0.634 0.773

*Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample of approximately
5 percent of the students tested:

**All objectives were measured by four items.

4
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Table 19.

Descriptive'Statistics for the Grade 10
. Louisiana State Assessment-Program 1982-83*

Mathematics Objectivest*

Objective

NUMERATION
Rounding Num6ers

WHOLE NUMBER OPERATIONS
Add and Subtract Integers
Multiply and Divide Integers

FRACTIONS AND OPERATIONS
Add and Subtract Fractions
Multiply. Fractions
Divide Fractions

DECIMALS AND DECIMAL OPERATIONS
Convert Fractions and Decimals
Add and Subtract Decimals
Multiply Decimals
Divide_ Decimals

PERCENT, RATIO, AND PROPORTION
Fractions and,Decimals to !Percent
Percent of a Number

'RELATIONS AND FUNCTIONS .

Graphs
Equations

MEASUREMENT AND ESTIMATION
Addition and Subtraction
Convert Liquid and Mass Measure

GEOMETRY .Je

Spatial Figures and Volume
Peribeter and Area.

PROBLEM SOLVING
Banking and. Commission
Budget4ng and Planning

1.4

StaR
'Mean Dev.

Stan. Error,
Measurement. KR-20 ,

2.99 1.36

3.41 1.13
3.09 1.26

0.625

0.500
0.635

0.732
I

0.717
0.720

's\
2.52' 1,48 0.715 0.760
2.35 1.53

, 0.676 0.790 ..,

2.41 3.59 0.660 0.784

.2.65 1.41 0.729. NO.693
3.44 1.20 '0.404 0.812
2.95 1.33 10.666 0.723
2.60 1.40 0.742 0.706

2.58 1.32 0.801 0.655
2.14 1.45 0.795 0.679

3.27 1.16 o.-588 0.737
2.53 1.52 0..685 0.782

2.83 1.33 0.716 0.706
).86 1.35 0.850 0.593

2.91 1.22 0.747( 0.728
2.02-. 1.10 0.963 0.510

4

2.30 1.41 0.80i 0.666
2.28 1.46 0.774 0.694

*Statistics reported in this table are based on a sample.of approximately..
5 percont.'of the students tested.

**All objectives were measured by four items.
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Table 20

0
Grade 10

FREQUENCY OF CORRECTED POINT BISERIAL CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS
TOTAL TEST*

CORRELATION
RANGE*

Lower 'Upper
REARING'
Nft2,469

.90

.80
.99
.89

.70 .79 7

.60 e69 28

.50 59 28

.40 .49 7

.30 .39 , 2

.20 .29

.10 .19

00 .09.

WRITING
/41.2,469

MATHEMATICS*
N"2,469

10

...M

.1

23 30
36

8 9
3 1

1 2

*Rounded 'to hundredths

)**Statistics hiported in this table are based on a sa ;plc of approximItely

et 5 perceni of the students tested.

3

I.

IQ 5
V.(

101



Tab ri 21

Grade 10
FREQUENCY OF CORRECTED POINT.SISER.W. CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS

AWMA1N**

4

CORRELATION
RANGE*

READING
Lower Upper N=2,469 Nr2,449-

.90

.80-

.70

.60

.50-

.40

.30

.20

.10

.00

.99
:89
.79
.69

.59
,49
.39
.29
:19
.09

2

10

36
19

) 4

7
10

,24'
11

5.
2

1

"=1,

MATHEMATICS*
.N=2,469

3.
28
38
7
4

* Rounded to hundredths 6

,**Statistics rep ed in this table are based:on a sample of approximately
.5 percent; of he students tested.

4
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TABLE 22

REGRESSION EQUATIONS USED TO GENERATE EXPECTED RANGES

GRADE 7

Reading:. Expeited Ranges

Writing: Expected Ranges

Mathematics)

57, . 03 + (6.52) (Mothers ' 'educat i on)

+ (-2 .'06) (Fathers' educat i In)

+ (0.19) (% White)
+ (0.13) (a Father White Collar)
+(-0.13) (% Motherl White ,Collar)
-2-, 99% Confidence Limits of Mean

= 62.41 +. (8..52) (Mothers'.
+(-4.11) (Fathers'
+ (0.14) White)
+ (0.16) (% Father
+(-0.20) (% Mother
+ 99% Confidence Li

Exp'ected Ranges 44.12 + (5.78) (Mothers'
+ (0.36) (Fathers'
+ (0.22) ( White)
+ (0.09) (% Father
+(-0.32) (% Mother
+ 99% Confidence Li

educat
educat

Whit.g/Collar)
White Collar)
mits of Mean

education)
education)

White Collar)
White Coll
mits of Mean

L



TABLE 23

REGRESSION EQUATIONS USED TO GENERATE EXPEi TED RANGES
GRADE 10

Read' ng: Expected Ranges .4. .50.69 + (7.24)' (Mothers' educat foil)
. , + (-0.78) (Fa thirs ' education)ion)

.
....

+ 40.17) .1% WI, i te) '
+ (-0.01) (% Fither White 'to 1 1 ae)

+ (-0.04) (% Mother" White Col Tar). ,

+ 99% Confidence Limits of Mean

Writing: . Expected Ranges

IL

*

Mathematics: Expected Raqge, = 36,,60 +11 11,92) (Mothers' educat ion)
+ (-0.76) (Fathers' tchicat ion)
+ (0.421 a lvih te)
+ (MO (- Father White Col 1 ar).
+.(-0; 38) Mother White Col far)
± 99% Confidence L imi tsr of Mean:

= 45.'89 + (13.02) (Mothees educe t ion)
+ (2.98) (Fathers 'Oucat ron)
+ (O. 16) (% Wh i te)

"(0 . 06) Father 'Wtli te Collar)
+ (-0.31) (% Mpiher White Col 1 ar)
+ 99% Confidence is of Mean

,.,11

Air

t.

.1

tl

":

,

*le
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A

r-

Parith.

Acadia

, ,

, Allen

Ascension

.

YY

or.

.Table 2k

-Louisiana Stag` Assessment Program 1982783

r-
011106,1,-ct Results

Reading, -

Assumption .4 ,

,Avoyelles

. .

Beauregard

Bienv4,11e

Bossier... _

.. . Caddo

Calcasieu

Caldwell

Cameron

. ,\
Catahoula

Claiborne _

.

Concordia.

-

,Grade
Average
Score i

7 S.- 80.49
10 78.92

7. , 82:456

0 '75.2;

7 81.87
.lo 79.56

7 , 78.91 )

10 77.81

7 81.134

.10 79.39

7 87.63
to 84,84

7 78.79
<10 . 75.71

7 87.73
10 ,, 84.02

7 83..42
10 77.18.

7 86.89
. io . 82.51

7 85.58
10 84.15

7 84.79
10 76.09

7 83.93
'10 84.43

7 78.34
10 73.35

,

-7 -70.41
io 77.47

Expected Rang
Lower < > U

81.52 85
.80.56

82.60 87.14
78.83 82.43

,

82.04 - 84.71-%
82.3478.1,8 ,

82.12

;II 78.44

79:3. 83.32
.77.45 79.92 -,

84.59 .90..31

81.63 84.95

78.51* .81.41
73.18 78.45

84.59 88.,1
. ,

.. 81.35-1 83.77

79.37 81.64

109

76.41 78.53

83.34
.

85.67
81.8679.97

132:63 88.11
81.16 89.04.

86.33 92.92
81.33.- 86.19

82,29 86.09
79.04 81.36,

74.06
711:r70.00 v '

i.

78.06 80.64
74.58

.

78.41

105
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Table 2.4 (corktInUed)

,East Baton Rouge

East Carro

East Ftliciana.

Eveogeline

10
.

77.0282
.=

7 83.,24
1,0 -7943

7 4.
10

, 70.16

7 ,. 75.10
)0 . 72.44

7 . 79.69
10 77.23

Franklin --7 .
78.91

. 10 79.64

. 7 86.
.

to. 79.5581.

7 82.77
10 78.02

lberville" . 7.. 82.29
3.09

8347
. 79.34

79.58.
78.81

. Grant.

fa"

Iberia,

, . 10

Jackson
. to

Jefferson 7
10'.

Jefferson. Daxis 7
/ 10

Lafayette
.4

I 7
10

Lifourche 7
10

,

LaSalle 7
10.

Lincoln 7
10

.
$2.23
-79.73

1'37.17

82.32

84.75
78.48

.

/84.51

- - 19.98

85.88
84.01

Livingston 7 86.29
io 81.59

1.0

Jr

77.27

75.t5

8(464
78.79

64.78
65:86.

71.38
70.29

78.78
.75.96

,78.4o
76.98

84.03
79.83

80.29
78.01

74.22
72.98

r80 .

77.03

80.97
78-.84

82.28
79.61.

84.11
80.61

82.78
78.97

83.80
81.48

82.54
80.99

85.05
81.37

-79.70
77,46

84.02.
81.23

72.72,
-70.24

76.83
74.03

82.83
79.96

83.59
79.23

88.7)
83.49

83.19
79.31

74.08
76.86

86.32
83.45

84.33
80.96

87.05
82.38

8*73
84.36

86.01
81.78

87.25
84.42

'85.95
86.79

89.85
85.57
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Table 24 (continued)

Madison
*A.

,

-7

10

..72_.78.

71.1,4

69.22
68.66

..

'.75.23 ,

- 72.40
'

Morihouse ,

*
7
io

83.26.

7509
73.-00.

73.04
77.70
75.

NatChitoches s
7 13.28 79:98' 83.05-'
10 81:02 76.54 79.4%

Or.leahs 7 .99 7113 35.31
19 X70.73 69.99 '.73.00

Ouachita 7 .s. 86.67 85.06 88.58
10 84.60 , 82.19 /35,01

Plaqu"ines 7 78.85 80.33 83.91
10 77.20 76.73 78.88

P irate Coupee 7 72.19 74.33 78.10
10 70.58 70.02 73.32

Rapides 7 84.25, 82.43' '84.54
10 82.28 7886 80.31

Red River 7 74,13_ 76.43 81.51

,
10 75.18 73.13 76.82

Nel

Richland 7 77.82 . 18,49 -8I.90

.10 '77.30 74.83 77.91

Sabine 7 85.72 80.14 83.38
10 80.38 78.97 ., ..80.91

St. Bernard 7 84.67 \ 81.44 88.80
!

. 10.. 82.11 80.29 84.69

St. Charles \..... 7
.

. 82.46 81.87 85.08
Tao 80.66 79.32 81:52

4

St. Helena 7 74.21 81.67 79.35
10 72.20 69.58 '' 73.48

...-.-

St. James ir 7: 81..79' 73.52 81.68
10 74.86 74.58 78.43

St: John
,

7

.

72.75 75.48 78.92
10 . 73'.05 75.82 78.23

/

St. Landry 7 80.15 76.40 79.81
10 78.10 73.26 757.92

,:,
,

tiSt. Marn 7 79.95 77.80 8r 43
10 75.90. 73.89 78.15

111
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Table 24 (continued

-St. Mary

St., Tammany,.

Tensas

Terrebonne

Union

Atermi lion

Vernon

Washington

Webster

West Baton Rouge

West Carroll

West feliciana

Wine

Ci JMonroe

City of Bogalusa

Lab Schools

ti

7
10

7
10

7
10

82.33
78.77'

86.22
82.95

'76.88
74.99

69.65
10 . ,73.18

4 7 85.46
10 80%30

4

7 85.21
- 10 79.90

7
1p

84.20
83.1

7 88.61
10 8801

7 81.92
10 75.07

7 86.76
)0 .77./7

7 42.04
10 81.98

7 85.00
10 ,83.30

'7 83.98
(10 80.68.

87.80
0 83.50

7 77.47
10

7 '84.72.
10 81.89

.7 86.45
10 83.02

2'

,

4

112

79.5T
75.89

86.46
82.02

79.67
77.4.7

70.29.
69.29

81.72
7874

-80.36
77.31

83.49
80172

40.70
79.87

78.66
75.16

&1.45
76.98

77.54
77:00

81.78
78.18

77.74
75.27

81.49
79.31

71.45
72.87

81.88
78.47

80.54 .

75.99

83.57"
78.06

91.9
85.60.

82.57
79.09

78.89
73.32

85.61
81.09,-

84.41
81.66,

87.01
83.09.

87.91
83.76 .

81.57 :
79.20

84..11 ,

79.16

80.81
78.96

88.28
80.62

81,73
79.3

86.90
81.19

78.30
76.49'

84.96
80.56

93.03
84.71
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. .
Table 25

Louisiana State Asseswent Program 1982 -83

Average4,'4.

,

Parish
_

Grade, ..SCore

Acadia 7' 79.05'
10 78.26,

.

Allen 4 7 82.97
10 76.90

.

.

'Ascension. 7 80.69
.10 78.58

,

Assumption 7* 80.84
'10 '76.35

-Avoyelles 7 82.71
.* lo 79.46

.

Beauregard , 84.75
10 80.59

Di env i Hi .
.

7-, 80.29
10 .74.07.

v

Boisier 7 .86.11
10 81.89

Caddo . .1 :83.87

lo 77.46

Calcasieu 7 85.61

.
10 80.23

Caldwell

Cameron

Catahoula

Concordia'

DeSoto

Distri.ct Results '

Wilting

7 86.37 J

85;24

.7 -84.10
10 _ 73.41

7 82.31
'10 82.44

C 1 a iborne. 7 82.32
10 _ 77.85

7' 77.57
10 . - 75.86

.7- 85.56
10 76.92

41,

Expected Range,,
Lower < > Upper

81.18 85.111,

.76.65 79.93 \
.

8g.26
.

87.45

78.91 82.99

81;10 84.16
76.57 - 81.28*

t
.

' 78.57 83:92
. 74.95 1. 78.42

79.37 84.01

77.19 79.98

83.29 89.36,
,80.51 84.27

78.95 82.28
.74.32 80..29

82.10 86.57
78.2 80.97

79.43 .
. 82.02

75.44 77.84
_

82.4 84.72

78.49 1 80.64
0

81.93 88.18
80.77, 89.69'

84.75 92.27
80.00 85,51

81.76 86.10
78.20 80.83

75-77 80.27
70.42 74.28

78.67 81.61

'\73.20 77.54

77..99 80.77
74.61 ',77:23

113
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Table 25 (continued)
.. ' ,

East Baton Rouge .
82:08

40., 76.62
_. - A

7- : 74.32
vio '' .68.90.

fl

.

7

77.75'4

East, Cairo

--' _East
0 '73.66

Evangeline 7, 80.690 78.19k

Franklin. '80,08
0*

7
10 . 78.36

Grant 7. 86:34

J

10 77.86
- -

Iberia 7 83.01

Iber=ville 7 84.0

o .,56

10 75.90
. , ... .

Jackson
, 7 86.34

1

10 79.85

Jefferson 7 38.46
.

10 , 1, 75.83

efferson Davis 7 . 83'.01
io - 79.98

Lafayette
7

86.48
., 10 81.07

,

Lafourche 7 83.69
10. 77.704

LaSalle 7, 83.90
10 77.94

Lincoln 7 - 8442
10 = 83.54

Livingston' 7 82.37

.
,

10 -'1,1 78'.95

Madison , 7 75.67
. 10 72.41

licrehouse 7' 85.76
io 7.30

1
76.30

114

79.47 ''83.33
... .76.00 78.76

' 1 I . k(
. 69.52 ,k4-1 76.29

66.18 \.; 7i.14
V

* .

. -..72.65 78:87
1 68;84 73.08

' 78195! 83,06
71f.66.

:1786'78.83
- 75.72 78.28

81.93 87.27
.78.17 82.32

80.05 83.36

75.94 -* 78:..::

76.44,

73.16 77.56

79.20' 86.14
'75:76 81.92

79.78 83.6)
76.05 . 78.45

82.06 8751
, 78.98

. 82.12

.

.82.45 811:66
, * 78.72 82.97

_.

82.04 85.72
77.95 81.14

82.17 86.40
79.11 : 82.45

81:31. 85.20
79:28 85.84

46.27 87.75
77.69 82.45

81.04 77.91
67.82 72.05

74.97 80.15
72.772.74 75.40

-0%

St it
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Table 25 (contlips4}

Aatchitoches.

ri cans

. '

7 87.24
10 79.94

-10o
7 7

628..850

0

4 +

to 7 :,86.36

83.45

Plfwemines .7 78.46
)0 75.79

Pointe Crupee 7 75.61
lo 73.50

jr Rapides
.

83.17
10 779.74

Red River 7 7'5.33
10 72.11

Richland ,:- 7 .. 79.11
10. 77.47

Sabine 7 86.92
to

St. Bernard 7 84.93
10 77.60

st. Charles 7
,

81.14 -

10 78.88

St. Helena 7 77.75
10 75.06

St. James 7 83.51
10 76.46

St. John .7 72.37
10 73.64

St. Landry 7 80.67
10 78.42

St. Martin 7
, 8I.70

10. 744°9

/ St.-Mary 7 83.21

10 77.32

St. 7 83.97
10 80.02

4.

4

80.07 433457

75.99 . 79.16
,

72.85
.

. 77.62
68.95 . 72.35

82.70% 86..72:

18.71 '8i 90

75.86 14N:\
78.30

80.44 84.52

76.20 80.5

4
70.48 74.2

81.77 84.18
76.91 78.55

77.25 83.05
72.72 76.90

773:;

83.12
78.75

is

880.48 84.18
77.79 79.98

-81.07 87.18
876.14 81.11

81.i8 0.- 84.94
77.20 79.68

74.24 1:113.01

67.86 72.28

75.00 84.32
74.58 78.9

76.95 139.88

75.27 78.01
.4.

77.60 81.49
72.94 . 75.95 1

7807 83.76
731,2* -78.05

79.80 84.36
74:39 76.84

84.20 90.45

.79-.88 \
84.94

115 111



1 Tab 1 e 25 Leon t i nued)

Tangipahoa

Tensas

Terrebonn'e

Union

Vermilion

Vernon

Washington

Webster

- West Baton Rouge

West.earroll

West feliciana

-Winn

AA*

City,,pf Monroe

City of Bogalusa

J.ab'Schools

AO"

7
10.

7/.8o
74.42

7 74140
76.97

3 84.56,
78.84

85.07
78.42

7 82.24
10 80.09

7 87.92
84.57

7 2/4.61

75.09

7 86.55
10 76.32

7 81.90
10 80.73

7 85.12
10 83.44

7 85.65
76.67

7 87.51
100 83.36

7 80.06
10 78.81

7 82.36
ia 80.46

1

7 87.06
'10 81.70

14

80.09
'76.47

71.90
70.94

81.19
77.35

79.84-.17.25

82.41
78.33

78.73
77,18

79.18,

76.07

80.36
75.76

75.67

82.01
77.6a

77.27
71.61

81.19
77.24

s 72.66
72.04

80.51

77.07

78.49
75.08

-83.40
78.30

81.72
75.51

85.70
80.0+

84.46 --
82.17,

86.43
81.00'

--

86.96
81.59

82.49
80.65

83.40
78.24

81..85

77:89

89.0
80:36

81.82
76.27

87.436

79.37

80.48
76.14

84.02
79.44

92.75
84.96

112



P'arish

Acadia.

Allen'

Assumption

Beauregard ,

r

Bienvil)e

Bossier

,

Caddo

Calcasieu

Caldwell

Cameron

ahoula

Claiborne

Concordia

OeSot9p,

Table, 26

Louisiana Stati Assessment PrOgram 1942-83

,-Mathematics
Dlittrict Results

7 71.53 71.16
1(1 68.55 74:85

7 72.01 67.32
10 79.13 11.64

7 ,66.02 . 59.91
10 67.67 61.96

7 60.24 63.29

IP 73.74 64%31

7 . 73.74 63.00
10 71.96 67.45

_

Average' Expected Range
Grade Score. Lower <-----> Upper

7 66.67 67.82
10 72.32 70.10

7 63.24 68.56
10 69.77 72.65

Ascension 7 6).20 67.60
1.0 72.78 70.33

7 58.57 63.07
10 70.86 67.67

Avoyelles 7 . 72.04 .65.34
to 75.41' 70.77

7 78.96 69.58
10' 77.87 75.62

7 64.02 63.87
10 '64.51. 66.44

7' 73.36 - 66.85
10 .77.49_*, 71.82

#

7 72.31 63.84
10 75.56 68.04

7 76.15 68.37
10 75.58 72.59

7 80.88 68.11
10 '- 82.14 72,.61

75.17'
76.14

78.10
80.18

73.22
79:00.

"72.90
74.06

73.87
75.92

80.75
81.96

69.97
77.45

75 07
76.87

68.62
72.47

73.27
76.55

79.61
89.06

84.99
;$.01

75.31
76.49

68:19
69..08

68.71
72.31

68.11
72.28
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Table 26 (continued)

--East-Baton Rouge , .7 65.69
10 :71.03

. .

East Carroll - 7 37.23
,---.L.

.., 10 54,0)

7
60.74

10 69.77
East Feliciana

E

62.81

.,
68.32

..49.79.

69,92,
1j.41

6i.26,

55-.53 k 64.68'

'5i.26 k 67.71

59.07 66,89

64.68 72,24
68.03 76.37

62.00 72.91
.-68.51 73.22

68.50 78.32
411.15 78.80

vahgeline 7 64.91 ,

Franklin

10 68.28

7 65.93
10 - 73.74,-

Grant 7 75.48.
10 7.1.51

. Y

Iberia 7 70.8282
10 71:42

l bery i,l t e . 7 66.05
10 - 66.21

Jackson 7# 70.71
'10 e- 78.74

.Jefferson 7 62.56
40 68.53

,

Jefferson Davis 7 ,66.38'
10 73:75

Lafayette .- 7 72..19

10 72.35

Lafourche 7 .84.81
io 76.98

LaSalle 7 '' 73.78
10 71-:00

Lincoln 7 72.32
.

r 'l0 73.81...

: .

Livia stop
.

7 68.47
. 10 70.64

.

Madison 7 58.55
. if 10 67.98

1

10

77.04Morehouse 7

t
65.42 71.51
t70.17. 74.15'

58.24 68.44'
44.27 . 72:38

63.33 76.10
67.58 78.92

64:50 71.56
69.25 73.68

67.82 77.84
72.77 78.56

.

65.93 77.73
71.67 79.50

68.97 75.75
72.07 77:94

69.73 76.95
73.35 7.9;k27

'66.0i 73.17
70.48 , 82.58

69.11 79.19,.
71.34 80.12

52.84 65.47
57.92 65.77

58.14 68.00
65.21 70.12
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Table 26 (continued) . ..

Natchitoches

0Qjeans

Ouachita

4kquemines

Pointe Coupee

Repides

Red River

Richland

Sabine

St. Bernard

St. Charle#

St. Helena ....

St. James

,St. John.

St. Landry

St. Martin

644
St. Mary

St. Tammany

, 7, 79.96 .04 71.48
10 , 77.03 69.14 74.98

7 , , 56.80 . 54.20 62.97.

io 59.41 59.18 .631,41.,

*7 71.85 . 67.93 75.33
10' 1, 74.94 .72.12

.

78.01

7 65.21 67.05 74.56
10 68.5o 6'9.56 74.06

7 57.76 60.46 68.38
'68.83to 60.74 61.94

72.27 67.73 72.15
lo 76.35 70.26 73.28

7 59.51 62.65 73.33
10 69.65 65.09 72.80>

7 66.83
.

64.89 72.04'

10 70.57 67.90 74.33

7 77.99 65..05 71.84
10 75.113 7).40* 75.43

7 73.75 67.42 78.66
10 75.77 69.53 78.71_

0

. 7 -66.65 67t5 73.89
10 '71.98 70.67 '75.25

7 62:40 54.86 76.99
10 65.13 '58.59 66.73

7 60.90 55.74 72.89
10 70.43 66.45 74.50'

7 53.46 61.45 68.68
lo 62.62 68.37 73.41

7 71.93 62.01 69.17.

10 72.02 65.09 70.64

7 65.67 63.83 73.57
10 70.00 65.17 74.08

7 65.59 64.07 72:48
10 71.56 67.26 71.79

7
., 10

71.06
74.17:

69.36 .
73.3

80.85
t0.79
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Table 26 (opniinued).

Tang

10

Tensas 7
10

Ter.rebonne 7
- 10

Union 47

10

Vermilion
11)

Vernon 7
101

Washington 7
10

Webster 7'
10

West Baton Rouge 7
10

West Carroll
10

West Feliciana 7

10

40f:.

58..91 65.62: 71.72
.66.07 73.43

54.47
65.89

50.91
61L92

68,96

7,9.35

if

71.60 66.07 74.36
72.94 70.83 75.74

76'62 64.66 73.16
77.20 69.60 78.68

71.71 68.73 76.11
75.85 71.03 79.15

78.89. 65.10 80.25
'85.85 '71.03 79.15

72:94 1 65.11 71.21
68.09 69.08 77.51

75.05 65.87 71.47
69.71 69:25. 73,81

66.01 61.91 68.77
83,20 68.79 72.89

73.97 f 66.95 80.60
78.78 71.58 76.68

72.52 62.26 10.63
79.57 63.43 72.03

73.81 66.37 77.73
80.38 71.12 75.05

--' 63.01. 54.80 69.19
72.28 62.95 70.52

, 66.91 66.50- 72.97
.71.413 , 70.82 75.19

70.69 53.27. 79.51
69.56 62.53 80.75

,

Winn 7
10

City of Monroe 7
10

City of Bogalusa 7 ,

.

Lab Schools 7

10 1
..N

\

v
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4

GLOSSARY OF ASSESSMEkT TERMS
. -

AVERAGE URGENT CORRECT Is'determined by divicikna,the total number _of
questions answered correctly ,by_ the number of students testecIA. then
multiplyingby 100 to reach a useful -score. If, every student correctly

answered every question, a score of )00 could be attained. If no student

'answered correctly, the score would be zero.

.

,BACKGROUND VARIABLES Student characteristics that,affect achieviment,
but that cannot be altered or controlled by of system (e.g.,

socioeconomic status). .
.

, 1
. ,

CRITERION REFERENCED TEST A test designed to.measure a particular domain
and specific objectives within that domain.' Test results are Ieported in
terms of the degree of student success on each- domain and each specifit-

objective. ):.= A;
s. e

DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES Certain'ispeets o
4
f the environment as they relate

..,
to education. ..,

DOMAIN A general category used to describe a cluster o
skills in e given subject area.

DOMAIN TOTAL he.performance on the.objecti.ves within the cl6main.
.

. , ,.
..

. _
MIN1AUM STANDARD SKILL REFERENCE Keys,each skill 'tested to the reading;
mathematics, and writing firmum ssndard.documehts.

. .t. .

'e
...

ectives or

MULTiPLE REGRESSION ANALYSIS A stittrsticai ciroceOure that provides
estimates of the relative importance of background variOles in influencing

student achievement.

N COUNT Number of students_ responding. to the tlu ter of items measuring

the domain or objective.

kBJECTIVE A statement of skill expectation in measurable form..

OUTLIERS-- A di'htrict whose average student achievement falls below or above
the expec'ted range ip a given skill.area. 4

u.

#

PRIMARY TRAIT SYSTEM OF SCORING A system or method of scoring. writing

samples or exercises. This scoring system is descriptive in nature spa data
can be reported and scoring replicated. The primary' trait score essentially
indicates whether pr not a sample of'writing contains the trait it must have

to accomplish a particular task.

RANGE OF EDUCATONAL-EXPECTANCY The expecied range represents the upper
and lower limits within'which a district's mean score is expected to fall,
given the socioeconomic and racial/ethnicisakeup of its student population.

..

REGULAR EDUCATION All students not receiyi.ng special education services.
Thie special education categories of gifted/talented andsspee0 impaired are
included in the regular education popUlationc

SECONDARY TRAIT' SCORE Indicates the degree to which a student ut 1 tzei'
sintax, ape' l,i.rig; capitalization, --brIponctuation--.1n a wNi t i ng

sample.
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WRITING EXERCISE TEST The portion of the Louisiana State Assessment that
requires a sample of the *tudent's writing.

wow--a es,

O

4._

-
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